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Free Trade Agenda Pamphlets 


Every trade agreement or partnership seems to come with guarantees of more money 
from exports, more jobs, and the promise of U.S. sovereignty not being threatened. 
The reality is exactly the opposite. These five pamphlets illustrate the deceptions and 
what can be done to fight them. 


Does Trade Affect Our Security? PDTAS 
Trade Deals & Your Business? PTDAB 
What's the Real Price of Free Trade? PRPFT 
Free Trade: Promises and Reality PFTPAR 
Not-So-Free TRADE PNSFT 


(2013-15, four-color, trifold pamphlet, 1-100/$0.05ea; 100+/$0.03ea) 
How the Free Trade Agenda Affects You — Booklet 


Preserve our personal freedom and national independence by informing others about 
the history of free trade agreements, giving reasons for opposing two such agreements 
(the Trans-Pacific Partnership and Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership) 
that are currently being negotiated, and providing tools and an action plan for pre- 
venting congressional approval. (2013, 25pp, pb booklet, 1/$2.95; 10-24/$2.00ea; 
25-49/$1.50ea; 50-99/$1.00ea; 100-999/$0.75ea; 1,000+/$0.50ea) BKLTHFTAAY 


An Introduction to Trading Away Your Freedom — DVD 

JBS CEO Arthur Thompson, author of International Merger by Foreign Entanglements, 
offers an overview of the agenda behind the so-called free trade agreements. Great for 
a giveaway at educational events, recruiting, and for introducing the topic of the free 
trade agenda. (2014, 16min, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 
100-999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea) DVDITAF 


John Birch Society CEO Arthur R. Thompson explores the true agenda behind 
the free trade agreements, pacts, and partnerships being considered by the 
US. Congress. You will find this book fascinating, and be quoting it often. Now 
includes new addendum. (2015ed, 260pp, 1/$9.95; 12-23/$7.50ea; 24-39/$5.50ea; 
40+/$4.95ea) BKIMFE15 


Death by China 

Since China began flooding U.S. markets with government-subsidized products 
in 2001, over 50,000 American factories have disappeared, more than 25 million 
Americans can't find a decent job, and America now owes more than three 
trillion dollars to the world’s largest totalitarian nation. This film is about how 
that happened — and why the best jobs program for America is trade reform 
with China. 

Cased DVD (2013, 78min, 1/$13.95; 5-9/$10.95ea; 10-14/$9.95ea; 15+/$8.95ea) 
DVDDBC 


How the Free Trade Agenda Is Knocking Down America 
This special report by THE New AMERICAN magazine explains how the decep- 
tive free trade agenda is threatening our national independence, our personal 
freedoms, and our jobs. (September 2, 2013, 48pp, $.10ea;) TNA139902 


Secretly Trading Away 

Our Independence — Reprint 

President Obama is pushing two trade pacts that lead to economic and politi- 
cal integration of the United States with the European Union and Pacific Rim 
nations. (2013, 8pp, $0.02ea) RPSTAOI 
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Suckers for Socialism 


The article “Can Some Socialism Be a 
Good Thing?” by Charles Scaliger (Feb- 
ruary 8 issue) was truly a superb article, 
which I will keep, and is highly educa- 
tional. 

However, in the analysis on Denmark 
and Sweden, he leaves out an incredibly 
important fact, a very important reason 
why Denmark and Sweden are somewhat 
successful using socialistic models, as 
highlighted by Bernie Sanders. 

We all understand Scandinavian high 
“individual tax rates” — they are highly 
advertised. But what doesn’t get men- 
tioned by Bernie Sanders and others is 
the level of corporate tax rates in Scan- 
dinavian countries! Denmark’s corporate 
tax rate is 24.5 percent, and Sweden’s is 
22 percent. The U.S. corporate tax rate is 
39 percent (it averages 39.3 percent), the 
highest in the world, and this number does 
not include state and city taxes, which 
Denmark and Sweden don’t have. 

What exists in these high “individual 
tax” countries, and Bernie never men- 
tions, is the Benito Mussolini concept 
of “Fascism,” which is socialism with 
a twist, a.k.a. “corporatism.” Instead of 
owning the means of production, Fascism 
controls them without ownership. We see 
this every day in the United States, with 
government agency regulators doing the 
controlling. 

In Scandinavian countries, most of the 
people who fall in the top tax rate as in- 
dividuals switch to the corporate legal 
structure, and cut their tax rate by up to 
60 percent, from 55 percent to 22 percent 
in Sweden’s case. This is the game, and 
it allows for the success. In America, it is 
what we generally call crony capitalism. 
Without getting into the weeds, many gim- 
micks allow successful people to become 
corporate insiders, and take benefits from 
their legal structure. 

Bernie always attacks corporations as 
“not paying their fair share,” but his mod- 
els include very low corporate taxes which 
if increased to 39 percent would kill Den- 
mark and Sweden! 

Without low corporate taxes, these mini 
countries — smaller than Los Angeles — 
would go into depression within 180 days. 

Again I thank you for the great article. 

VICTOR SPERANDEO 
Sent via e-mail 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


The Decay of Morals 


Selwyn Duke has done it again. What he 
has brought to light is subject matter that 
is seldom addressed. The article entitled 
“Where Have You Gone, George Wash- 
ington?” (April 4 issue) raised strong emo- 
tions in me. The article clearly indicates 
what we are faced with in this society and 
why our morals are in serious decay. 

As I read the article, it occurred to me 
that so much has been written about, “We 
are what we eat.” It is clear that our soci- 
ety realizes that what we consume affects 
our body. Yet we do not seem to grasp 
the thought that what we see, hear, and 
experience affects our emotional being, 
and we become what we ingest through 
those senses. We are bombarded by deg- 
radation and violence in printed material, 
radio, television, film, Internet, and video 
games. It has become the norm and has 
created a society that to a great degree 
no longer identifies with moral standards. 

While we expend significant time in ad- 
dressing the importance of what pollutants 
can do to the body, there seems to be little 
or no significance placed on mind pollution. 
That same young body that has difficulty 
fighting off the physical pollutants has a 
greater weakness to the mental pollutants. 

What is even worse is that although we 
are finding cures for the physical ills caused 
by pollution, we are seeing that mental dis- 
tortions are life-long and, in many instanc- 
es, incurable. With physical pollution, only 
the victim is affected. Those whose mental 
standards have been tainted often create 
conditions where numerous innocent by- 
standers become victims. 

Media bias is not the only problem. 
The same parent who will make signifi- 
cant efforts and endure great expense to 
remove lead paint from their child’s bed- 
room will go out and buy a video game 
for them where violence is graphic and 
whose message is, “The more you kill the 
higher your score.” We question why there 
are so many violent acts, and the answer is 
screaming at us. 

Bos LAGASSE 
Sent via e-mail 


Send your letters to: THE NEW AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 


National Debt Will Soon Eclipse GDP 
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U.S. Comptroller General Gene Dodaro, the man responsible for 
assessing the federal government’s fiscal condition, told a Senate 
panel April 6 that the government will soon owe more than the 
entire economy produces. 

During a Senate Budget Committee hearing on the Govern- 
ment Accountability Office’s (GAO) audit of the federal govern- 
ment’s fiscal year 2015 financial statements, Dodaro said that de- 
spite a modest reduction in the annual budget deficit, the national 
debt remains a serious and growing problem. Worse, the GAO 
audit found that for the 19th consecutive year, the government’s 
books were in such disarray that the agency could not even render 
an accurate opinion on Uncle Sam’s financial statements. 


One of the primary reasons for this is that the Department 
of Defense continues to defy attempts to audit its books. The 
Department of Housing and Urban Development and the De- 
partment of Agriculture, which together represent an additional 
four percent of both total assets and net costs, also could not be 
audited for 2015. 

Another major obstacle to a full audit of the feds’ finances is 
“the government’s inability to adequately account for and rec- 
oncile a significant amount of intragovernmental activity and 
balances between federal entities,” GAO found. In addition, 
GAO cited “the government’s ineffective process for preparing 
the U.S. government’s consolidated financial statements” as an 
impediment to audits. 

There is little doubt that the U.S. government is in serious 
financial straits. GAO said it was difficult to assess the govern- 
ment’s fiscal outlook because of “significant uncertainties,” pri- 
marily concerning the growth of Medicare spending. Still, esti- 
mates of Uncle Sam’s debt, including unfunded liabilities such 
as Medicare and Social Security, run from $65 trillion to $210 
trillion. Good luck paying for all that without ruinous levels of 
taxation or inflation (or both). 

Spending must be slashed if the United States is not to go the 
way of other formerly prosperous nations that have been bank- 
rupted by the welfare state. Anyone looking for direction as to 
what exactly should be cut need turn to only one brief document: 
the U.S. Constitution. 


Congress Threatens Funding for UN “Peace” Troops 


If United Nations “peacekeeping” troops were on their way to 
the United States, at least one U.S. senator would be on the first 
plane home to protect his family from them. His concern: the 
apparently never-ending supply of rapists, predators, and child 
molesters among the UN’s disgraced military forces. 

That was the message delivered April 13 by U.S. Senator Bob 
Corker (R-Tenn.), the powerful chairman of the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee, during a hearing looking at the UN’s re- 
sponse to the growing scandal surrounding predatory UN sol- 
diers who rape women and children worldwide with impunity. If 
something does not change, U.S. lawmakers said the UN might 
lose American taxpayer support for its Obama-backed “peace” 
armies. But even that is not enough. 

The Senate hearing this week focused primarily on abuses per- 
petrated by international troops in the Central African Republic. 
THE NEW AMERICAN and other sources have been reporting on 
new cases of rape and exploitation by “peace” troops that have 
been surfacing at an astounding pace. When a whistleblower 
handed documents about the horrors to French prosecutors, in- 
cluding the rape of children under 10 years old, the UN launched 
an “investigation” of the brave official who exposed it and even 
had him escorted from his office under armed guard. 

At another recent congressional hearing on UN abuses, U.S. 
lawmakers told THE NEw AMERICAN that the UN’s persecution 


of whistleblowers in that case and others was unacceptable and 
would be dealt with, potentially by withholding funding from the 
UN if necessary. Several current and former UN officials, mean- 
while, have told THE NEW AMERICAN that the responsibility for 
the abuse scandals and the lawless persecution of honest officials 
goes straight to UN Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon. 

If Corker and other U.S. lawmakers are serious about reining in 
the UN and its predatory armed forces, they need to support a bill 
to restore American sovereignty and withdraw from the UN that is 
currently sitting in the House Foreign Affairs Committee. 


White Privilege Conference Indoctrinates Educators, Students 


Educators and students from all over the country flocked to the 17th 
Annual White Privilege Conference in Philadelphia. The controver- 
sial gathering, which took place April 13-17, featured a number of 
radical ideologies, including those that could only be described as 
anti-Christian and anti-police. 

The conference touts itself as an 
event aimed at fixing a system in 
which minorities do not enjoy the 
same privileges that white people 
have. “Our vision is to build a com- 
munity committed to dismantling 
white privilege, white supremacy and 
oppression, every day, everywhere,” 
wrote Eddie Moore, Jr., founder and 
president of “The Privilege Institute,” 
which organizes the event. 

Attending the 2016 conference were 2,500 (mostly white) 
teachers, school administrators, and counselors. This year’s 
theme was “Let Freedom Ring, Re-Imagining Equality & Social 
Justice in the United States.” “Throughout the history of the Unit- 
ed States, ‘liberty’ and ‘justice’ have been espoused values, which 
have only ever applied to a very small minority of people,” read 
the letter to conference participants. “The Constitution supported 
the enslavement of Africans; the U.S. government orchestrated 
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THE WHITE PRIVILEGE CONFERENCE 


the decimation of Native American nations; until 1952 Congress 
prohibited Asians and Latinos from naturalizing as U.S. citizens 
because they were not White; the Bill of Rights did not apply to 
persons who were not White, male and Christian.” 

Lecturer Paul Kivel claimed that 
nearly every issue in society, ranging 
from racism to sexism, stems from 
“Christian hegemony,” and that the 
core Christian ideas “colonize our 
mind.” He continued, “In the United 
States, there’s seven to ten thousand 
predominantly white, Christian men, 
who run the major institutions in our 
society: The corporations, the politi- 
cal parties, the think tanks, the foun- 
dations, universities, [and] cultural institutions.” 

On the second day of the event, speaker Pam Africa called 
upon attendees to rally for Mumia Abu-Jamal, a convicted cop 
killer. Africa contends that Abu-Jamal was framed by the gov- 
ernment, prompting her to call for revolutionary action to bring 
down the government: “Long live revolution, and let’s take this 
mother***** down.” 

Despite the conference being attended by teachers, the event 
was vastly underreported in the mainstream media. 


More ObamaCare Co-ops Likely to Fail This Year 
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Over half of the ObamaCare co-ops have already failed, and fi- 
nancial reports from the remaining ones suggest that all but a 
handful of them are likely to fold this year, according to an April 
10 Daily Caller article. 

The co-ops, officially known as Consumer Owned and Ori- 
ented Plans, are nonprofit health insurers that were supposed 
to offer meaningful competition to the private insurers on the 
ObamaCare exchanges. 

Twenty-three co-ops were created; within three years, 12 of 


them had gone belly up. According to PolitiFact, that’s a 40-per- 
cent faster failure rate than is typical for American businesses — 
and most of those businesses aren’t launched with $2.5 billion in 
federal funding as the co-ops collectively were. 

The 11 co-ops still standing aren’t anything to brag about, 
either. In February, Mandy Cohen, chief operating officer of 
the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services (CMS), told a 
House subcommittee that eight of the remaining co-ops are on 
the brink of failure. 

Those remaining co-ops are in Massachusetts, Oregon, Ohio, 
Connecticut, Montana, Wisconsin, Ilinois, and New Mexico. 
“All eight burned through about 50 percent of their total assets 
in 2015,” reported the Daily Caller. “The assets were supposed 
to last for 20 years under the terms of the federal funding pro- 
gram.” Four co-ops projected to survive 2016 — Maryland, New 
Jersey, New Mexico (despite its high losses), and Maine — are 
hardly rousing successes. As noted above, every one of them still 
lost money last year, though some have enough cash on hand to 
remain solvent for a while. 

The co-ops were always a bad idea: central planning masquerad- 
ing as a free market. As such, they were also doomed without large 
and ongoing infusions of taxpayer cash. Fortunately, Congress has 
balked at pouring more money down the co-op black hole. Unfortu- 
nately for those Americans who counted on the co-ops to help them 
afford healthcare, yet another ObamaCare promise has proven false. 


EXTENDED INSIDE TRACK 


State AGs in “Criminal wal abel to Persecute Climate Skeptics 


coalition of state attorneys general (AGs) trying to ter- 
A= muzzle, and extort climate skeptics with legal 

assaults may have bitten off more than it can chew — 
and the AGs may eventually have to face justice, experts say. 
An alliance of prosecutors purporting to “investigate” climate 
skeptics, which styles itself “AGs United for Clean Power,” has 
sparked a backlash of massive proportions. Now, the group of 
Democrat and far-left prosecutors is being accused of serious 
wrongdoing, including abuse of power, unethical behavior, and 
potential criminal activities such as conspiracy to deprive people 
of constitutionally protected rights. 

Even believers in the man-made global-warming theory 
(less than 40 percent of Americans) have lashed out against the 
anti-free speech machinations via top American media outlets. 
Reasonable prosecutors from across the country have also lam- 
basted the effort as a dangerous and illegal assault on freedom 
of speech and the First Amendment. And this is probably just 
the start. E-mails and documents about the effort to prosecute 
climate skeptics have started trickling out, despite the efforts 
of lawless officials to conceal their scheming from the public. 
Depriving people of rights “under color of law” is a serious 
criminal offense. 

Perhaps the most serious accusation thus far argues that the 
coalition of state prosecutors, led by New York Attorney Gen- 
eral Eric Schneiderman, is involved in a criminal conspiracy 
to deprive Americans of their constitutionally protected rights. 
University of Tennessee law professor Glenn Harlan Reynolds, 
for example, noted that it is a felony under federal law for two 
or more people “to agree together to injure, threaten, or intimi- 
date a person in any state, territory or district in the free exercise 
or enjoyment of any right or privilege secured to him/her by the 
Constitution or the laws of the United States, (or because of his/ 
her having exercised the same).” 

Writing April 11 in USA Today, Reynolds wondered if 
Schneiderman, U.S. Virgin Islands Attorney General Claude 
Walker, or California Attorney General Kamala Harris had read 


the law. They are among the 
more than a dozen AGs in- 
volved in the alleged con- 
spiracy. “Because what 
they’re doing looks like 
a concerted scheme to re- 
strict the First Amendment 
free speech rights of people 
they don’t agree with,” he 
explained, saying the pros- 
ecutors should look up 18 
U.S.C. Sec. 241. “You 
don’t have to be paranoid 
to see a conspiracy here.” 
The penalty for such con- 
spiracies includes up to a 
decade in prison. If anyone 
is kidnapped or killed as a 
result of the conspiracy, the 
conspirators can be sentenced to death. 

There are also fresh accusations of wrongdoing stemming 
from public records. Among other concerns, e-mails obtained 
in April by the Energy & Environment Legal Institute (E&E 
Legal) under Vermont’s freedom of information laws revealed 
collusion between the AGs and radical activist groups funded 
by Rockefeller interests. The AGs then sought to conceal their 
scheming from the public by claiming “privilege” for their dis- 
cussions, and agreed to inform each other of any public records 
requests. Officials from Vermont, however, citing laws ban- 
ning such deceptive machinations, refused to cooperate in the 
schemes. 

The documents also appear to show that U.S. Virgin Islands 
Attorney General Walker, who recently subpoenaed climate e- 
mails from the non-partisan Competitive Enterprise Institute 
think tank, is hoping to extort money from his victims. In the 
documents, he brags about shaking down Hess Oil for an almost 
$1 billion settlement that was used to create a slush fund to 
finance expensive and unreliable “green” energy (think Solyn- 
dra). The radical AG, who has likely committed career suicide 
with his scheming, was hoping the extremist AG coalition led 
by Al Gore and Schneiderman could help him identify “other 
potential litigation targets” and ways to “increase our leverage.” 

Just 40 percent of Americans believe the AGW theory, ac- 
cording to a Pew survey. And government power to silence crit- 
ics is unlikely to win any new converts for the alarmist move- 
ment — described by top climate experts as a “cult” or even 
“global warming Nazis” who threaten the lives of millions of 
people. If and when the very real, well-documented fraud in 
the “climate” debate is ever prosecuted, though, Gore, Walk- 
er, Schneiderman, and other alarmists will regret the day they 
launched their “AGs United for Clean Power.” The “Climate- 
Gate” leak and mountains of other evidence and testimony are 
already available to prosecutors everywhere — and the alarmist 
fraudsters perpetrated much of the fraud with public funds, with 
a goal of extorting trillions from humanity. 
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Cuban Leader Still Unhappy With United States After Obama Visit 
“We do not need the empire to give us anything.” 

Providing his less-than-enthusiastic view of the three-day visit to Cuba by 
President Obama, Fidel Castro wrote a 1,600-word letter expressing his 
disdain for the gesture of friendship offered by the U.S. president. 


Library of Congress Succumbs to Political Correctness 

“The Library of Congress will no longer use the terms ‘illegal alien’ or 
‘illegal immigrant’ due to pressure from Dartmouth College students who 
insisted the descriptions were discriminatory.” 

That the Library of Congress would bow to pressure from a group of col- 
lege youngsters (backed by some faculty at their college) likely means 
that library officials wanted to make such a change and found an excuse for their action. Cheryl 
Chumley of World News Daily reported the decision. 


AP Images 


Broken Promise Leads a Manufacturer to Cease Support for TPP 

“We swallowed the poison pill that is TPP so we could have a chance to bid on these contracts. But the 
chance of the Department of Defense buying shoes made in the USA are slim to none while Obama is 
president.” 

Assured earlier that his company would receive government contracts if it either supported or remained 
neutral regarding the TPP, New Balance Vice President Matt LeBreton 
did as asked. But he has now renewed his earlier opposition to the pro- 
posed Pacific trade pact. His company has received no orders from the 
government for their shoes. 


Libertarian Sees Opening for Support in the 2016 Presidential Race 
“Given the fact that Hillary Clinton and Donald Trump are two of the 
most polarizing figures in American politics today, where is the third 
choice? I don’t know how you set the dinner table any more favorably 
for a Libertarian candidate.” 

Former New Mexico governor and 2012 Libertarian Party presidential 
nominee Gary Johnson knows that the political party he favors has a 
ballot position in all 50 states. 


AP Images 


How Do You Make “Yeoman” Gender Neutral? 

“You can’t have yeo-specialist or yeo-technician. Yeo-person? There is no such thing.” 

The Navy's Master Chief Petty Officer Michael Stevens was assigned the task of coming up with new 
titles for naval personnel that would not offend female naval personnel. He found that using “techni- 
cian,” “specialist,” and other terms were good substitutes for “rifleman,” “mineman,” and other 
positions. But he could not find a substitute for “yeoman.” 


Candidate Clinton Makes a Big Mistake 
“On NBC’s April 3 airing of Meet the Press, Hillary Clinton’s reference to a developing child in the 
womb as an ‘unborn person’ inflamed supporters on the left.” 

Noting that many of Clinton s supporters want terms such as “embryo” or “fetus” used for a child in the 
womb, columnist Eric Fehrnstrom considered the terminology Clinton 
used an implicit acknowledgement of real life in the womb. The columnist 
deemed this a “blunder.” 


Ford’s Decision to Build Cars in Mexico Draws Heated Response 
“Companies continue to run to low-wage countries and import back into 
the United States. This is a broken system that needs to be fixed.” 
United Automobile Workers union president Dennis Williams pointed to 
the NAFTA agreements spurring of companies to leave the United States. 
Automakers General Motors, Toyota, Kia, and Audi are also planning to 
build plants in Mexico. @ 


Dennis 
Williams 


AP Images 


— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS 
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The clock is ticking toward a congressional vote on the Trans-Pacific Partnership: Our 
sovereignty, independence, economic survival, and national security are on the firing line. 
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by William F. Jasper 


ritish voters are getting set for a 
B national referendum in June that 

will decide whether they leave 
the European Union or stay in. There are 
many issues driving the British exit vote 
(dubbed the “Brexit’”): EU spending, EU 
taxes, EU regulations, EU bailouts, EU 
corruption, EU usurpations of power, EU 
migration — and much more. The ongo- 
ing migrant/refugee crisis caused by the 
disastrous EU policies was the last straw, 
not only for freedom-minded Brits, but 
for sensible residents all across Euroland. 
With a tidal wave of more than a million 
and a half migrants and “refugees” flood- 
ing across Europe since 2014 and millions 
more trying to come in, the national gov- 
ernments of EU member states are defy- 
ing the EU open-border mandates and are 
reinstituting their own border security. The 
Brexit vote is inspiring a similar “Czexit” 
effort in the Czech Republic, rekindling 
a “Grexit” in Greece, and may very well 
lead to a wave of revolts against “the ever 
closer union” planned by EU officials to 
submerge all national and local institu- 
tions under the suffocating authority of 
the EU. 

Incredibly, at the same time that Euro- 
peans are in the throes of this battle royal 
to take back national and local powers 
from the steadily encroaching EU central 
authorities, the U.S. Congress is facing 
votes on a series of multi-national “trade” 
agreements that threaten to saddle Ameri- 
cans with an EU-style scheme of “gover- 
nance” that would wipe out our consti- 
tutional checks against the accumulation 
of unlimited power. The most imminent 
of these votes concerns the Trans-Pacific 
Partnership (TPP), a massive “integra- 
tion” scheme for the United States and 11 
other Pacific Rim nations: Australia, Bru- 
nei, Canada, Chile, Japan, Malaysia, Mex- 
ico, New Zealand, Peru, Singapore, and 
Vietnam. Following closely on the heels 
of the TPP are two additional mega deals: 
the Transatlantic Trade and Investment 
Partnership (TTIP), a similarly enormous 
agreement between the United States and 
the European Union; and the Trade in Ser- 
vices Agreement (TiSA), which involves 
the United States and the EU, along with 
21 additional countries, and covers nearly 
70 percent of the global services economy. 
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The highly secret negotiation process that produced 
the TPP was initiated in January of 2008 and 
concluded in October of 2015. The text of the 
proposed agreement, running more than 5,500 pages, 
was finally released — and glowingly praised — by the 
Obama administration on November 5. 


All three of these “ObamaTrade” mega 
deals are closely related and are being 
pushed by the same promoters. However, 
our focus here is on the TPP because it is 
the first out of the starting gate and is com- 
ing at us full bore. As such, it not only is 
the most immediate threat, but its approv- 
al or rejection by the U.S. Congress will 
greatly impact the approval or rejection of 
the other two treaties as well. 

Will House and Senate Republican 
leaders, who favor the TPP, hold a vote 
on the treaty after the elections in Novem- 
ber, in the lame-duck Congress? Possibly, 
although Senate Majority Leader Mitch 
McConnell and House Speaker Paul Ryan 
are now suggesting hearings and a vote on 
TPP will not happen until next year. 

The highly secret negotiation process 
that produced the TPP was initiated in Jan- 
uary of 2008 and concluded in October of 
2015. The text of the proposed agreement, 
running more than 5,500 pages, was final- 
ly released — and glowingly praised — by 
the Obama administration on November 5. 


“The result,” said the administration’s 
office of the U.S. Trade Representative, 
“is a high-standard, ambitious, compre- 
hensive, and balanced agreement that will 
promote economic growth; support the 
creation and retention of jobs; enhance 
innovation, productivity and competitive- 
ness; raise living standards; reduce pov- 
erty in our countries; and promote trans- 
parency, good governance, and enhanced 
labor and environmental protections.” 

Apparently, in their enthusiasm, the 
TPP cheerleaders forgot to mention that 
it also will cure cancer and halitosis, end 
war, and guarantee universal salvation! 


The “Most Progressive” Trade Deal 

The Obama White House boasts that the 
TPP is the “most progressive trade agree- 
ment in history.” That should be sufficient 
tip-off that the TPP signifies huge new 
socialist/fascist inroads, with Big Gov- 
ernment and Big Business sealing more 
Public Private Partnership (PPP) deals, 
with huge detrimental consequences for 


Brexit vote: London Mayor Boris Johnson was one of the British politicians speaking in favor of 
exiting the EU at a Vote Leave campaign event in Kent on March 11, 2016. 
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Mass protests against TPP/TTIP have erupted across the EU, the United States, and the Asia- 
Pacific. Here, anti-TPP protesters demonstrate outside TPP negotiations taking place in Atlanta, 
Georgia, on October 1, 2015. 


the rest of us. The enormous TPP lobby in- 
cludes not only the Obama White House, 
but also the top Republican leadership in 
the House and Senate, as well as hundreds 
of major corporations, banks, media con- 
glomerates, trade groups, business and 
industry associations, think tanks, and 
“public intellectuals.” More importantly, 
the leadership of the pro-TPP lobby in- 
cludes all the big guns of the globalist es- 
tablishment that have been pushing world 
government for decades: the Council on 
Foreign Relations, the Trilateral Commis- 
sion, the Atlantic Council, the World Eco- 
nomic Forum, the International Monetary 
Fund, the United Nations, the Bilderberg 
Group, the Brookings Institution, et al. So 
formidable does the pro-TPP lobby appear 
that not too long ago many analysts and 
observers considered final approval of 
TPP to be virtually a done deal. 

My, how things have changed! As we 
will show later on, many analysts — both 
pro-TPP and anti-TPP — are now saying 


that “free trade” is no longer getting a free 
ride, as even many of its former votaries 
are defecting. The presidential campaigns 
of Donald Trump, Ted Cruz, and Bernie 
Sanders are all being buoyed by the can- 
didates’ anti-TPP rhetoric, which is strik- 
ing a resonant chord with a broad cross- 
section of the American electorate. Even 
Hillary Clinton, who as Obama’s secretary 
of state helped craft the TPP, has read the 
political winds and decided to flip-flop on 
the issue. For political expediency (and 
only until she can flip-flop again) she now 
opposes the TPP. Predictably, the global- 
ist establishment has come unglued and 
is lambasting these “anti-trade” heretics 
(especially Trump and Sanders) as danger- 
ous renegades. In like manner, the same 
globalists are attempting to sabotage the 
Brexit vote with desperate statements and 
op-eds claiming that the United Kingdom 
will be relegated to pariah status and will 
suffer economic ruin if it exits the EU. 
However, British voters increasingly 


The Obama White House boasts that the TPP is the 


“most progressive trade agreement in history.” That 
should be sufficient tip-off that the TPP signifies huge 
new socialist/fascist inroads, with Big Government 
and Big Business sealing more Public Private 


Partnership (PPP) deals. 
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seem to understand that the real threat 
of economic ruin — in addition to social 
chaos and political tyranny — is more 
likely to ensue from continuing their cur- 
rent EU relationship. And more American 
voters are beginning to see that the current 
European crises are being caused by the 
EU institutions and policies — and that 
these are eerily similar to the institutions 
and policies proposed in the TPP. We also 
now have more than 20 years of evidence 
of economic decline since NAFTA and the 
other bilateral and multilateral so-called 
free trade agreements have gone into effect, 
gutting our manufacturing and industrial 
base. Twenty-plus years of false promises 
have now come home to roost — and are 
going to make it much more difficult to sell 
the same promise once more. Among the 
many dangerous traps hidden in the 5,554 
pages of the TPP are snares involving mass 
migration, environmental regulation, sov- 
ereignty-destroying tribunals, job outsourc- 
ing, economic integration, and much more. 


The Migration Refugee Trap 

The video and photo images of the EU’s 
migration crisis over the past year have 
been more than sobering: teeming boat- 
loads of migrants and refugees swarming 
into Europe from across the Mediterra- 
nean, and even more pouring in by land 
through Turkey. Under the EU’s Schengen 
Accord, member states agreed to open 
borders with all other EU members, and 
for the EU to provide perimeter border se- 
curity. As a result, EU and United Nations 
officials colluded to take millions of mi- 
grants and “refugees” — the overwhelm- 
ing majority of whom are Muslims — into 
Europe, regardless of the opposition and 
protests of European citizens. 

The TPP threatens to replicate the EU 
experience with migration here in the Unit- 
ed States. “No Party,” according to the TPP 
text, “shall adopt or maintain ... measures 
that impose limitations on the total number 
of natural persons that may be employed 
in a particular service sector ... in the form 
of numerical quotas or the requirement of 
an economic needs test.” It isn’t too hard 
to imagine that a foreign country or a for- 
eign corporation — or a U.S.-based com- 
pany for that matter — could sue the U.S. 
government for restricting the number of 
employees said company wished to bring 
into the United States. The Obama adminis- 
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tration has already been working overtime 
in this area, using every means available to 
break down our borders. Completely dis- 
regarding our constitutional separation of 
powers, Obama is attempting to rewrite the 
law by executive orders. His illicit amnesty 
for “unaccompanied minors” has caused a 
huge influx of illegal-alien children and 
youths. His illegal expansion of the H1B, 
L1, and B1 programs for foreign workers 
and visitors is wreaking havoc on our em- 
ployment picture, as well as undermining 
our national security. Ultimately, the ad- 
judication of any dispute on these matters 
under the TPP would be decided by an ar- 
bitration tribunal set up by the TPP, or by 
the World Trade Organization. 


Concentrated, Unaccountable Power 
“The accumulation of all powers, legisla- 
tive, executive, and judiciary, in the same 
hands,” said Founding Father James Mad- 
ison in the The Federalist, No. 47, “may 
justly be pronounced the very definition 
of tyranny.” 

The European Union exemplifies this ac- 
cumulation of all powers to which Madison 
was referring. And the EU institution that 
has become most tyrannical in exercising 
these powers is the European Commission. 
In a statement issued on November 5, 2015, 
Senator Jeff Sessions (R-Ala.) warned that 
the newly released TPP text created a simi- 
lar commission, with similar claims to au- 
thority as the EU entity it was modeled on. 
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“Among the TPP’s endless pages are 
rules for labor, environment, immigra- 
tion and every aspect of global commerce 
— and a new international regulatory 
structure to promulgate, implement, and 
enforce these rules,” Senator Sessions 
noted. “This new structure is known as the 
Trans-Pacific Partnership Commission — 
a Pacific Union — which meets, appoints 
unelected bureaucrats, adopts rules, and 
changes the agreement after adoption.” 

Sessions, one of the most trenchant crit- 
ics of the TPP among Republicans in Con- 
gress, was among the first to point out the 
extensive powers proposed for this com- 
mission, noting that, according to the TPP 
text, “the Commission shall”: 

¢ “consider any matter relating to 
the implementation or operation of this 
Agreement”; 

¢ “consider any proposal to amend or 
modify this Agreement”; 

« “merge or dissolve any subsidiary 
bodies established under this Agreement 
in order to improve the functioning of this 
Agreement”; 

« “seek the advice of non-governmental 
persons or groups on any matter falling 
within the Commission’s functions”; and 

* “take such other action as the Parties 
may agree.” 

And it keeps getting worse. “This glob- 
al governance authority is open-ended,” 
Senator Sessions warmed, pointing further 
to the TPP text claim that “the Commis- 


! a 
Obamatrade globalist: President Obama’s Trade Representative Michael Froman, a former 
Citigroup exec and member of the secretive Council on Foreign Relations and Trilateral Commission, 
shown prior to signing the Trans-Pacific Partnership Agreement in Auckland, New Zealand. 
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sion and any subsidiary body established 
under this Agreement may establish rules 
of procedures for the conduct of its work.” 

The TPP, Sessions charges, “puts those 
who make the rules out of reach of those 
who live under them, empowering un- 
elected regulators who cannot be recalled 
or voted out of office. In turn, it dimin- 
ishes the power of the people’s bulwark: 
their constitutionally-formed Congress.” 

“These 5,554 pages are like the Lilli- 
putians binding down Gulliver,” declared 
Sessions. “They will enmesh our great 
country, and economy, in a global com- 
mission where bureaucrats from Brunei 
have the same vote as the United States.” 

“At bottom, this is not a mere trade 
agreement,” Sessions warned. “It bears the 
hallmarks of a nascent European Union.” 
Indeed it does, as THE NEW AMERICAN has 
been pointing out for years, even before 
the final, official text was released. 


National Sovereignty & Independence 
The crux of the matter described by Sena- 
tor Sessions is the crucial issue of national 
sovereignty. Will we, as American citi- 
zens, continue to have the right to govern 
ourselves under the structures and philoso- 
phy of our own constitutional system, or 
will it, along with us, be subsumed under 
the new Trans-Pacific Union? 

In addition to the TPP Commission, the 
TPP agreement creates tribunals (which is 
to say, courts) that will allow TPP judicial 
authorities to run roughshod over our na- 
tional, state, and local laws, as well as our 
Constitution. As THE NEw AMERICAN has 
reported many times in the past, this is al- 
ready happening, thanks to the similar tri- 
bunals and judicial processes built into the 
North American Free Trade Agreement 
(NAFTA) and the World Trade Organiza- 
tion (WTO). An especially pertinent ex- 
ample of this threat is the WTO ruling last 
year striking down the U.S. Country Of 
Origin Labeling (COOL) law, which re- 
quires foreign meat to be labeled as to its 
place of origin. Even though it was passed 
by Congress, and even though U.S. courts 
had ruled COOL to be legal, the WTO 
tribunal decided otherwise, determining 
that U.S. consumers do not have a right to 
know if their meat is coming from China, 
Mexico, Brazil — or wherever. 

The EU’s escalating migration/refugee 
crisis further illustrates the intentional 
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sovereignty subversion at the root of the 
EU and TPP processes. Peter Sutherland, 
the United Nations special representative 
of the secretary-general for international 
migration, is one of the principal archi- 
tects of the EU’s migration disaster. In an 
October 8, 2015 interview with UN News 
Centre, Sutherland stated that national 
governments must “recognise that sover- 
eignty is an illusion — that sovereignty is 
an absolute illusion that has to be put be- 
hind us. The days of hiding behind borders 
and fences are long gone.” 

In earlier testimony before a commit- 
tee of the British House of Lords in 2012, 
Sutherland declared that Europeans “still 
nurse a sense of our homogeneity and dif- 
ference from others. And that’s precisely 
what the European Union, in my view, 
should be doing its best to undermine.” 

And undermine it he has. In a speech 
before the Council on Foreign Relations 
last year, Sutherland freely admitted his 
“antagonism toward nationalism” and 
charged that Europeans who opposed his 
plans for unrestricted migration and Is- 
lamification are guilty of “immoral and 
xenophobic posturing.” 

Sir Peter Sutherland is important to our 
TPP consideration here because he is an 
exemplar of the insider’s insider, operat- 
ing at the apex of the power elites who are 
driving the globalist EU-TPP-TTIP agen- 
da. Not only is he a longtime chairman of 
Goldman Sachs International, the preda- 
tory investment behemoth, but he is (or 
has been) a regular attendee and Steering 
Committee member of the ultra-secretive, 
ultra-elite Bilderberg Group; European 
chairman of the Trilateral Commission; 
past chairman of British Petroleum (BP); 
a principal architect of the WTO and the 
euro currency; and, most especially, hon- 
orary president of the Transatlantic Policy 
Network (TPN), one of the principal cor- 
poratist insider organizations promoting 
EU-U.S. merger through the Transatlantic 
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EU refugee redux? Migrants and ‘ 
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‘refugees” swarm onto buses at the Greek port of Skaramaga near 


Athens on April 11, 2016. TPP could saddle the United States with a similar migration tsunami. 


Trade and Investment Partnership, and to 
which many of our members of the U.S 
Congress belong. (See article on page 18) 
He is also a mover and shaker in the World 
Economic Forum and the European Coun- 
cil on Foreign Relations (ECFR, a sister 
organization of the CFR). According to the 
ECFR, “The fate of TTIP is also linked to 
the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP).... If 
TPP fails, TTIP will be harder to ratify.” 

The publications, speeches, and lectures 
of the Council on Foreign Relations, the Pe- 
terson Institute for International Economics 
(PIIE), the Brookings Institution, and simi- 
lar globalist organizations are replete with 
calls for creating a New World Order that 
will feature “global governance” — which 
is the euphemism that has been adopted by 
the organized forces of internationalism 
who realize that their open calls for world 
government were counterproductive, stir- 
ring up more opposition than support. They 
recognized the need for stealth and an “end 
run around national sovereignty, eroding it 
piece by piece.” 

That stealth plan was articulated by Co- 
lumbia University law professor, State De- 
partment official, and veteran CFR member 


EU and United Nations officials colluded to 

take millions of migrants and “refugees” — the 
overwhelming majority of whom are Muslims — into 
Europe, regardless of the opposition and protests of 


European citizens. 
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Richard N. Gardner in a 1974 article for the 
CFR journal Foreign Affairs entitled “The 
Hard Road to World Order.” He acknowl- 
edged that the hoped-for “instant world 
government” under the United Nations, 
which had seemed more plausible in the 
immediate aftermath of World War II, was 
unrealistic. He proposed instead an alterna- 
tive route to the creation of a global super- 
state. According to Gardner’s CFR plan: 


In short, the “house of world order” 
will have to be built from the bottom 
up rather than from the top down. 
It will look like a great “booming, 
buzzing confusion,” to use William 
James’ famous description of reality, 
but an end run around national sover- 
eignty, eroding it piece by piece, will 
accomplish much more than the old- 
fashioned frontal assault. 


Gardner specifically cited trade agree- 
ments and the General Agreement on Tar- 
iffs and Trade (GATT, which was trans- 
formed into the WTO) as key pathways to 
the planned “world order.” 


“Integration” and “Harmonization” 

In advancing this “end run around nation- 
al sovereignty,” the TPP and TTIP have 
drawn heavily from the EU experience, 
particularly in adopting the EU processes 
of economic, political, and social merger 
of nations under the rubric of “integration” 
and “harmonization.” This has been rela- 
tively easy to do, since many CFR glob- 
alists have been directly involved in all 
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stages of planning and transforming of the 
EU, from its earliest days in post-World 
War II, when it was known as the Euro- 
pean Coal and Steel Community. Thus the 
U.S. Trade Representative summary of the 
TPP declares: “We envision conclusion of 
this agreement, with its new and high stan- 
dards for trade and investment in the Asia 
Pacific, as an important step toward our 
ultimate goal of open trade and regional 
integration across the region.” 

It is very clear from a multitude of ad- 
missions by the architects of the TPP and 
TTIP that they view the EU process as their 
gold standard — but they intend to take ad- 
vantage of their knowledge, leverage, and 
experience to move these latest projects 
along on a much more accelerated sched- 
ule, achieving in a few years what took 
them decades to accomplish in Europe. 

The integration and harmonization 
processes involve the piecemeal merger 
of economic policy, monetary policy, so- 
cial policy, foreign policy, military policy, 
etc., with all of these areas steadily com- 
ing under the jurisdiction of constantly 
evolving supra-national institutions that 
eventually override all national legislative, 
executive, and judicial functions. 


A “Living,” “Evolving” Agreement 

The deceptive processes of integration and 
harmonization are facilitated by drafting 
the TPP and TTIP as malleable “living” 
and “evolving” agreements that can eas- 
ily morph to provide whatever structures 
its designers desire and to usurp whatever 
powers are convenient. 

In her remarks to the 2013 conference 
of the National Association for Business 
Economics, Treasury Under Secretary for 
International Affairs Lael Brainard said: 
“The ongoing Trans-Pacific Partnership 
(TPP) negotiations are of central im- 
portance.... The TPP should be a ‘living 
agreement’ so that other economies will- 
ing to take on the high-standard TPP obli- 
gations could join.” Brainard, a Trilateral 
Commission member and former CFR fel- 
low, and a key operative in the TPP/TTIP 
process, is now a member of the board of 
governors of the Federal Reserve. 

On November 12, 2011, the trade min- 
isters of the TPP nations issued their report 
stating: “We have agreed to develop the 
TPP as a living agreement.... Therefore, 
the TPP teams are establishing a structure, 
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institutions, and processes that allow the 
agreement to evolve.... We envision a con- 
tinuing joint work program, including new 
commitments.” 

The European Council on Foreign Re- 
lations likewise issued a report, entitled 
“A Fresh Start for TTIP,” which proposes: 
“The [TTIP] negotiators should agree on 
standard harmonisation where it can be 
easily achieved ... and should set up an in- 
clusive process of regulatory convergence 
to allow TTIP to become a living agree- 
ment which harmonises further standards 
later on.” 

It should not be necessary to point out 
that such open, living, evolving documents 
are the very antithesis of the rule of law, 
since they have no fixed meaning and can 
be changed to vindicate any usurpation or 
violation. Unfortunately, it is necessary 
to point out such elementary principles, 
since influential and powerful forces have 
so corrupted our political discourse and 
thought processes on the matter that many 
who should know better have bought into 
this deception. 


Toward a Global EPA 

Under the Obama administration, the En- 
vironmental Protection Agency has as- 
sumed truly tyrannical powers, presum- 
ing to mandate, legislate, and regulate all 
things “environmental,” which covers, 
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well, virtually everything concerning land, 
water, and air. The TPP will kick this up 
several notches. How? 

Well, here’s what Ambassador Michael 
Froman, the Obama administration’s trade 
representative, says about it: 


Today’s environmental challeng- 
es are staggering in their severity 
and scope.... Trade agreements are 
a vital tool for combatting these 
global threats. Two decades ago, 
environmental provisions under 
NAFTA were relegated to a side 
agreement, with only a single en- 
forceable obligation to “effectively 
enforce your own environmental 
laws.” In contrast, our most recent 
trade agreements contain extensive, 
enforceable environmental commit- 
ments. These commitments are sub- 
ject to the same dispute settlement 
procedures as other commercial ob- 
ligations, including recourse to trade 
sanctions in the event of a violation. 


According to Ambassador Froman, “The 
TPP would establish the toughest envi- 
ronmental protections of any regional 
trade agreement to date, with an exten- 
sive set of fully enforceable environmen- 
tal obligations.” 

Due to threats by Republican senators 


Voice of Wall Street/CFR: Thomas J. Donohue, president and CEO of the U.S. Chamber of 
Commerce and member of the world-government-promoting Council on Foreign Relations, 
reliably supports the TPP agenda of corporatist elites and betrays the interests of the vast 


majority of Chamber members. 
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GLOBALISM 


The TPP, Sessions charges, “puts those who make 
the rules out of reach of those who live under them, 
empowering unelected regulators who cannot be 
recalled or voted out of office. In turn, it diminishes the 
power of the people’s bulwark: their constitutionally- 


formed Congress.” 


to kill the TPP outright if the administra- 
tion tried to include global-warming regu- 
lations in it, the agreement does not specif- 
ically mention global warming or climate 
change. However, it uses repeated decla- 
rations of commitments to “transition to a 
low emissions economy,” “sustainable de- 
velopment,” “resilient development,” and 
“clean and renewable energy sources” to 
accomplish much the same purpose. And 
it makes numerous references to UN envi- 
ronmental treaties, “biological diversity,” 
“conservation,” and “obligations” that 
each party (i.e., each nation) “shall” per- 
form. Anyone familiar with the way that 
militant “green” NGOs collude with the 
EPA to bring lawsuits that build the federal 
EPA’s power will quickly grasp how the 
TPP would be used in like manner to build 
an international EPA regime. 


Another Offshoring Wave 
The TPP advocates never tire of claim- 
ing that their latest trade agreement will 


Who will judge? TPP disputes would, ultimately, be decided by the World Trade Organization 


provide huge numbers of good-paying 
jobs for Americans and will stimulate 
economic growth. However, over the past 
couple decades they have made many 
similar claims. The results invariably have 
been almost exactly the opposite of what 
they promised. Thanks to successive trade 
deals, America’s once-vaunted leadership 
in virtually every field of industry and 
technology has been dramatically weak- 
ened, hollowed out, or completely stripped 
away. American businesses offshored their 
production to Mexico, China, Pakistan, 
and dozens of other countries — and took 
millions of jobs with them. 

There is no reason to believe that the 
TPP would not usher in another wave of 
business and job offshoring, with even 
greater devastating impact to our strug- 
gling economy. 


The China Game 
The Obama administration and its al- 
lies in Congress and the corporate world 
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(WTO), located at the UN Palace of Nations in Geneva, Switzerland. 
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claim that the TPP is necessary to offset 
China’s economic influence and its own 
trade agreement, the Regional Compre- 
hensive Economic Partnership (RCEP). 
The 16-member RCEP includes many 
of the same members of the Asia-Pacific 
Economic Cooperation (APEC) that are 
also members of the TPP. However, while 
the Obama administration is using fear 
of China to promote the TPP, it is actu- 
ally pursuing a parallel track that seeks to 
merge Communist China’s RCEP with the 
TPP ina Free Trade Area of the Asia Pacif- 
ic (FTAAP — yes, yet another acronym). 
And China, after playing coy on the issue 
for the past several years, now openly con- 
cedes that it looks favorably on joining the 
FTAAP. In fact, the globalist literature is 
replete with references to the TPP as a 
“stepping stone” and a “pathway” to an 
FTAAP that includes the Beijing regime. 

With the benedictions of the Obama ad- 
ministration and Council on Foreign Rela- 
tions, the 2014 APEC summit in Beijing 
adopted “The Beijing Roadmap,” which 
outlines the “pathway” for China’s acces- 
sion to the FTAAP. “APEC is expected to 
make an important and meaningful contri- 
bution as an incubator of the FTAAP,” the 
Roadmap declares. “By providing leader- 
ship and intellectual input into the devel- 
opment process of regional economic inte- 
gration, APEC could play a strong role in 
driving the FTAAP vision forward.” This 
is actually the culmination of years of ad- 
vocacy by one-worlders such as former 
U.S. Treasury official C. Fred Bergsten 
(CFR and Trilateral Commission), a co- 
founder and top wonk of the Peterson In- 
stitute for International Economics. 

But if the plan is — and has been all 
along — to create a TPP that would morph 
into an FTAAP that includes China, then 
the TPP loses some of its appeal as a foil 
against China, doesn’t it? Precisely — 
which is why the TPP sharpies have been 
playing this double-sided deception close 
to the vest, hoping that the American pub- 
lic won’t catch on to the truth that they 
are being played as chumps with the TPP 
“China card.” 


Can It Be Stopped? 

Can the TPP be stopped? Absolutely, and 
the prospects for doing so look much 
better now than they did a few months 
ago. Even many of the TPP boosters who 
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“The deal is insanity”: “That deal should not be supported and it should not be allowed to 


happen,” says GOP presidential hopeful Donald Trump, one of the earliest candidates to stake out 


an anti-TPP stance. 


were already savoring victory have had to 
recork their celebratory champagne bot- 
tles. Opinion polls reinforce what we are 
seeing in the primary polls for both the Re- 
publican and Democrat presidential candi- 
dates and politicians who once faithfully 
supported free trade agreements (FTAs). 
The “free trade” bloom is definitely off 
the FTA rose. One example of the shift- 
ing FTA trade winds is an anti-TPP letter 
sent to President Obama on March 23 and 
signed by a bipartisan group of 19 House 
members from New York. 

“Western New York bears the scars of 
poorly negotiated past free trade agree- 
ments; scars like lost jobs, shuttered fac- 
tories, and a generation lost to economic 
opportunities that were outsourced to 
foreign competitors,” said Republican 
Congressman Chris Collins, who led the 
effort, along with Democrat Congress- 
man Louise Slaughter. “I cannot support a 
trade agreement that once again threatens 
America’s working middle class,” Collins 
said in a statement released with the letter. 

The letter, which announces the 19 con- 
gressmen’s “firm opposition to the Trans- 
Pacific Partnership,” states: “Like many 
Americans, New Yorkers have grown in- 
creasingly disillusioned with our nation’s 
international trading relationships and are 
rightly skeptical that the TPP will fare bet- 
ter than previous trade agreements. In the 
months since the TPP’s text was released 
to the public, we have made a careful re- 
view of its wide-ranging provisions. Our 
concerns with the TPP are as varied as the 
people and districts we represent, but there 
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are a number of core issues with the agree- 
ment that we all share.” 

Among those signing the letter were 
Republicans Christopher Gibson, Lee 
Zeldin, Daniel Donovan, and Tom Reed, 
along with Democrats Kathleen Rice, Nita 
Lowey, Eliot Engel, and Charles Rangel. 

As Politico.com pointed out, Repre- 
sentative Tom Reed’s defection from 
the free trade camp may be signaling a 
critical turning point. Reed, a Repub- 
lican member of the important House 
Ways and Means Committee, has been a 
reliable FTA supporter, voting for South 
Korea, Panama, and Colombia FTAs in 
2011, and for “fast track” trade promo- 
tion authority last year. 

The March issue of Manufacturing & 
Technology News further reinforces the 
idea of a potential paradigm shift with an 
article entitled “The Election Explained: 
An Angry Electorate Has Turned Dead- 
Set Against Free Trade and the Politicans 
Who Support It.” The article reports on a 
recent survey by pollster Pat Caddell, who 
says free-traders in the administration, 
Congress, trade associations, think tanks, 
and corporate America have been slow to 
recognize that a “revolutionary change has 
taken place.” 

“The trade issue 
has become the con- 
crete nexus issue for 
the American elec- 
torate,” Caddell says, 
and the animosity to- “ 
ward trade “is flow- i 
ing into the issue of gaara 
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economic insecurity and the high anxiety 
of the American people.” 

Among the important findings of the 
survey, which was conducted for Ameri- 
cans for Limited Government, is that Re- 
publican voters are more opposed to the 
free-trade agenda than are Democrats. 

Alienation and concerns about national 
security and economic security “have all 
flowed into the issue of trade and [have] 
become a voting issue — a super issue,” 
Caddell told Richard A. McCormack of 
Manufacturing & Technology News. 

When asked if trade agreements signed 
by the United States government are more 
beneficial to other countries, 63 percent said 
yes. Only 12 percent said that trade agree- 
ments are “more of a benefit to the U.S.” 

The percentage of Americans who 
oppose any type of free-trade deal simi- 
lar to President Obama’s Trans-Pacific 
Partnership, which has been endorsed 
by a majority of House and Senate Re- 
publicans, is “stunning, overwhelming,” 
says Caddell. By a margin of 82 to 18, 
Americans have turned against the free- 
trade agenda. 

“The angry electorate is being concret- 
ized,” Caddell says. “The issue of trade 
policy has moved from a minor issue in the 
thinking of Americans to being a central 
issue. In other words, it has become a voting 
issue. Surprisingly, the party that has been 
the most strongly in favor of free trade, the 
Republican Party, has seen its rank and file 
become the most consistent and strongest 
opponents of free trade. This is a stunning 
change and it explains how it has hurt all of 
the establishment candidates.” 

Now is the time to reach out to these 
newly awakened Americans with the in- 
formation we have been publishing about 
the TPP, to turn their inchoate unfavorable 
sentiments toward the TPP into a more 
mature understanding of the underlying 
issues and the anti-American forces that 
have been using the free-trade agenda to 
batter America down. 
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TPP — TRILATERALIST POWER POLITICS 


The Trilateral Commission — influential globalists including bankers and politicians — 
wants “to counteract economic and political nationalism,” hence its support of the TPP. 
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Conspiratorial cabalist: Banking magnate David Rockefeller, who is “honorary chairman” of both 
the Council on Foreign Relations and the Trilateral Commission, proudly admits in his memoirs to 
being “part of a secret cabal” working to build a one-world government. 


by William F. Jasper 


“In my view the Trilateral Commission 
represents a skillful, coordinated effort 
to seize control and consolidate the four 
centers of power — political, monetary, 
intellectual, and ecclesiastical.... What the 
Trilaterals truly intend is the creation of a 
worldwide economic power superior to the 
political governments of the nation-states 
involved.... As managers and creators of 
the system they will rule the future.” 

— Senator Barry Goldwater, in his 1979 
memoirs With No Apologies 


“Some even believe we are part of a secret 
cabal working against the best interests of 
the United States, characterizing my fam- 
ily and me as ‘internationalists’ and of 
conspiring with others around the world 
to build a more integrated global politi- 
cal and economic structure — one world, 
if you will. If that is the charge, I stand 
guilty, and I am proud of it.” 

— David Rockefeller, founder of the 
Trilateral Commission, in his 2002 auto- 
biography Memoirs 
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o ideologues on the left end of 
the political spectrum, the Trans- 
Pacific Partnership (TPP) is an 
evil deal fashioned by corrupt corporate 
interests. As such, it illustrates perfectly 
— in their narrative — the wickedness of 
“capitalism.” Democratic presidential can- 
didate Senator Bernie Sanders, a longtime 
avowed socialist, leads these anti-TPP 
forces, backed by an extensive lineup of 
“progressives,” such as Senator Elizabeth 
Warren, Professor Noam Chomsky, “con- 
sumer activist” Ralph Nader, Democracy 
Now’s Amy Goodman, AFL-CIO presi- 
dent Richard Trumka, and many more. 
Supporters of the TPP on the right- 
leaning side of the spectrum claim that 
the long-awaited agreement will advance 
“free markets” and “free trade,” and will, 
therefore, promote more business, more 
jobs, and more prosperity. And they point 
to the motley assortment of Marxists, so- 
cialists, communists, and liberal-progres- 
Sives opposing the agreement as proof that 
the TPP must be good. 
Although the anti-TPP forces of the Left 
are wrong on many points — especially 


when it comes to alternatives and solutions, 
which always seem to involve more gov- 
ernment intervention (i.e., more socialism) 
— they are correct in seeing the TPP as a 
“sellout to Wall Street.” However, “Wall 
Street” is not synonymous with, nor should 
it be confused with, free market capitalism. 
The Wall Street moguls and corporate be- 
hemoths that worked behind closed doors 
with the Bush and Obama administrations 
to fashion the TPP are not free marketeers; 
they are properly called “state capitalists” 
or corporatist/fascists. They promote Pub- 
lic Private Partnerships (PPPs), not open 
competition in the marketplace. They rely 
on these corrupt, special partnerships with 
government to provide themselves with 
subsidies, contracts, favors, and privileges 
— at the taxpayers’ expense. 

In the Left’s analysis, this is purely and 
simply corporate greed, which, they assert, 
is naturally encouraged and rewarded by 
capitalism. However, what the leftist critics 
miss, some unwittingly, others intention- 
ally, is that the TPP process would simply 
distribute wealth and power via govern- 
ment — as they have requested continually 
— and that avarice for worldly lucre is only 
part of the equation behind the movement 
for the TPP and other similar politico-eco- 
nomic arrangements. 

The real agenda behind the TPP is to 
consolidate and centralize economic and 
political power. An “agenda” (i.e., a plan, 
a program) presupposes some organizing 
entity that originates it. The main organiz- 
ing entity behind the TPP agenda is the 
secretive, elite Trilateral Commission, 
which the late Barry Goldwater referred to 
as “David Rockefeller’s newest cabal.” “It 
is intended to be,” said the former Repub- 
lican Party presidential candidate and au- 
thor of Conscience of a Conservative, “the 
vehicle for multinational consolidation of 
the commercial and banking interests by 
seizing control of the political government 
of the United States.” 

According to Goldwater, “Freedom — 
spiritual, political, economic — is denied 
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any importance in the Trilateral construc- 
tion of the next century.” We are now well 
into that “next century,” and the “Trilateral 
construction” the Arizona solon warned 
about is proceeding at a furious pace. 
The TPP, the current chief project in that 
construction phase, had its origins in the 
1970s, as one of the earliest schemes of 
that Rockefeller “secret cabal.” 


Starting Big 
The Trilateral Commission (TC) is a private 
organization founded in 1973 by interna- 
tional banker David Rockefeller, who was 
its first chairman and remains the honorary 
chairman today. At the time, Rockefeller 
hired Polish-born Columbia University 
professor Zbigniew Brzezinski to set up the 
new organization. Brzezinski would bring a 
then-little-known Georgia governor, Jimmy 
Carter, into the TC and tutor him to be the 
next president of the United States. Once in 
the Oval Office, Carter brought his mentor, 
Brzezinski, in as his national security ad- 
visor. And he proceeded to fill his Cabinet 
and other key administrative posts with TC 
members, as well as members of 
the commission’s sister organiza- 
tion, the Council on Foreign Re- 
lations (CFR). 

At its first meeting in Tokyo 
in 1973, the TC Executive Com- 
mittee issued a founding decla- 
ration that declared: “Growing 
interdependence is a fact of life 
of the contemporary world. It 
transcends and influences na- 
tional systems. It requires new 
and more intensive forms of in- 
ternational cooperation to realize 
its benefits and to counteract eco- 
nomic and political nationalism.” 

The declaration further stated 
the group’s goal to bring about 
greater “interdependence” and 
“cooperation” among the three 
(Trilateral) regions of the world: 
Japan, Western Europe, and 
North America. The group’s elite 
membership now includes, ac- 
cording to its website, “about 390 
distinguished citizens from Eu- 
rope, North America, and Pacific 
Asia,” with key members from 
Pacific Rim (TPP) nations now 
joining the Japanese members. 

“The ‘growing interdepen- 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


dence’ that so impressed the founders of 
the Trilateral Commission in the early 
1970s has deepened into ‘globalization,’” 
says the TC on its “about” webpage. 


That interdependence also has en- 
sured that the enduring effects of the 
financial crisis that began in 2008 has 
[sic] been felt in every nation and re- 
gion. It has fundamentally shaken 
confidence in the international sys- 
tem as a whole. 


And, naturally, the TC magnanimously of- 
fers its leadership in this hour of need, stat- 
ing, “Our conviction has strengthened that 
the Commission remains more important 
than ever in helping our countries fulfill 
their shared leadership responsibilities in 
the wider international system.” 

Of course, anyone remotely familiar 
with details of the aforementioned “finan- 
cial crisis” will recognize the many per- 
sonal and institutional ties of the TC elites 
to the banking machinations that brought 
the crisis about: Rockefeller, Rothschild, 
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Senator Barry Goldwater warned in his 1979 memoirs that “David 
Rockefeller’s newest cabal,” the Trilateral Commission, is a vehicle for 
“seizing control of the political government of the United States.” 


Goldman Sachs, Citigroup, the European 
Central Bank, the Federal Reserve, the 
International Monetary Fund, etc. Among 
those TC members officially and openly 
representing the fabulously wealthy and 
powerful Rothschild dynasty, for example, 
are Nigel Higgins, chief executive of The 
Rothschild Group, London; Alfonso Cor- 
tina, vice chairman of Rothschild Europe; 
and Panagis Vourloumis, senior advisor of 
N.M. Rothschild. All three of these Roth- 
schild agents are also members of the TC 
Executive Committee. 

Representing the Rockefeller empire 
(besides David Rockefeller, founder and 
honorary chairman) are Henry Kissinger, 
chairman of Kissinger Associates, Inc., 
former U.S. secretary of state, longtime 
Rockefeller family protégé and advisor 
and lifetime trustee of the Trilateral Com- 
mission; Reuben Jeffery III, chief execu- 
tive officer of Rockefeller Financial; and 
some two dozen “David Rockefeller Fel- 
lows” at strategic law firms, think tanks, 
and universities. 

Among the many other Americans of 
note on the TC membership roll 
is Richard Haass, president of 
the Council on Foreign Rela- 
tions (CFR). The CFR, repre- 
sented by Haass, is actually the 
parent organization of the TC, 
and many of the U.S. members 
of the TC are also CFR mem- 
bers. (David Rockefeller was 
also chairman of the CFR when 
he founded the TC.) 

And by the way, U.S. Trade 
Representative Michael Froman, 
who negotiated the TPP for the 
United States, is on the TC roster 
as a “former member in public 
service.” So are U.S. National 
Security Advisor Susan Rice and 
Federal Reserve System Vice 
Chair Stanley Fischer. 

You get the picture. But, hey, 
just because they are a bunch of 
high-powered individuals who 
meet in secret, rotate in and out 
of public office, and devise grand 
“world order” schemes that be- 
come international public policy 
and that inherently involve huge 
conflicts of interest — don’t let 
that cause you to jump to conclu- 
sions. That’s a sure way to get 
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GLOBALISM — 


An “agenda?” (i.e., a plan, a program) presupposes 
some organizing entity that originates it. The main 
organizing entity behind the TPP agenda is the 
secretive, elite Trilateral Commission. 


yourself labeled a “conspiracy theorist.” 
Labeled by whom? Well, by the same CFR/ 
TC-aligned corporate media that support 
the TPP and have kept the TC/CFR global- 
ist agenda hidden for so many decades. 

At the June 1991 Bilderberg Group 
meeting in Baden-Baden, Germany, David 
Rockefeller acknowledged this indispens- 
able role played by the “journalists” of the 
establishment media that cover up, and 
propagandize for, the one-world agenda. 
“We are grateful to the Washington Post, 
the New York Times, Time magazine and 
other great publications whose directors 
have attended our meetings and respected 
their promises of discretion for almost 
forty years,” he stated. 

“It would have been impossible for us 
to develop our plan for the world,” he 
continued, “if we had been subjected to 
the lights of publicity during those years. 
But, the world is more sophisticated and 
prepared to march towards a world gov- 
ernment. The supranational sovereignty 
of an intellectual elite and world bankers 
is surely preferable to the national auto- 
determination practiced in past centuries.” 


This was David Rockefeller, past chair- 
man of the CFR and TC, as well as a Steer- 
ing Committee member of the ultra-secre- 
tive, uber-elite Bilderberg Group. However, 
unlike his admission (or boast) in his Mem- 
oirs cited at the head of this article, this ear- 
lier admission was not intended for public 
consumption. Fortunately for us, officers 
of French intelligence were able to attend 
the event, record the statement, and leak it 
to two French publications — thereby con- 
firming what we already knew to be true 
from years of observation of the incestuous 
relationship among top media executives, 
publishers, and reporters, and the CFR/TC/ 
Bilderberg elites. 

One of the internationalists who oper- 
ated both as an insider strategist, as well 
as a key publicist/propagandist in this “bit 
by bit, era by era” strategy, was the fa- 
mous British historian and author Arnold 
J. Toynbee. In addition to being a profes- 
sor at the London School of Economics, 
he was director of studies at the Royal 
Institute for International Affairs (RITA, 
the British sister organization of the CFR) 
for three decades (1925-1955) and editor 
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TPP-EU-UN globalist: Goldman Sachs’ Peter Sutherland, European chairman of the Trilateral 
Commission and a leader of the ultra-secretive Bilderberg Group, is a key operative pushing the 


TPP and TTIP mergers. 
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of its journal, International Affairs. In a 
speech in 1931 in Copenhagen, Toynbee 
delivered one of the most stunning public 
admissions by a top member of the one- 
world elite. He candidly declared: 


I will merely repeat that we are at 
present working, discreetly but with 
all our might, to wrest this mysterious 
political force called sovereignty out 
of the clutches of the local national 
states of our world. And all the time 
we are denying with our lips what we 
are doing with our hands, because to 
impugn the sovereignty of the local 
national states of the world is still a 
heresy for which a statesman or a pub- 
licist can be — perhaps not quite burnt 
at the stake, but certainly ostracized 
and discredited. [Emphasis added. ] 


Convergence of East and West 

In 1973, David Rockefeller, the “arch-capi- 
talist,” was welcomed to Communist China 
by Mao Tse-tung, the arch-communist, dic- 
tator, and mass-murderer. Upon his return, 
Rockefeller penned an essay for the New 
York Times entitled “From a China Travel- 
ler.” “One is impressed immediately by the 
sense of national harmony,” the banker said 
of Mao’s deadly gulag. “There is a very real 
and pervasive dedication to chairman Mao 
and Maoist principles,” he continued. Ac- 
cording to Rockefeller, “Whatever the price 
of the Chinese Revolution, it has obviously 
succeeded not only in producing more ef- 
ficient and dedicated administration, but 
also in fostering high morale and commu- 
nity purpose.... The social experiment in 
China under Chairman Mao’s leadership is 
one of the most important and successful 
in history.” 

David Rockefeller, Henry Kissinger, 
Zbigniew Brzezinski, and their fellow 
CFR/TC/Bilderberg internationalists 
began then, in the 1970s, to translate their 
schemes into the political and economic 
policies that resulted in the massive trans- 
fers of American capital and technology 
to transform China from a pathetic Third 
World basketcase into a First World eco- 
nomic and military power. Now they are 
moving to implement the next phase, enact 
and implement the TPP, which would later 
be expanded to converge with Communist 
China in the already-announced Free Trade 
Area of the Asia Pacific (FTAAP). 
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MILLENNIALS 
Move SOCIAIIsT 


Young Americans born between 1982 and 2002, known 
as Millennials, widely support Bernie Sanders, but this is 
not necessarily a permanent trend toward socialism. 


by Walter McLaughlin 


“Freedom is never more than one genera- 
tion from extinction.” 
— Ronald Reagan 


his past February, the Washington 
Post published an article exploring 


why Millennials — young people 
born between 1982 and 2002 — were 
flocking in droves to support Democratic 
presidential candidate Bernie Sanders. 
Although many considered him retro- 
cool with his wild hair and cranky de- 
meanor (reminiscent of Doc Brown from 
the Back to the Future trilogy), along 
with his incessant railing against real or 
perceived economic and social injustice, 
one young entrepreneur summed up the 


Walter McLaughlin, who manages a small-business 
lending department for a regional bank, is the father 
of two Millennials. 
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appeal of his message in a manner oddly 
similar to how many Donald Trump sup- 
porters feel. “It isn’t working,” asserted 
Tyler Mackie, “and if it isn’t working, 
you try something else.” 

On the surface, the embrace of the self- 
proclaimed “democratic socialist” by a 
generation of younger voters may seem 
surprising, but those on the front lines 
of the battle for the hearts and minds of 
America’s youth saw this phenomenon 
coming. In the view of freedom-loving 
educators, America has been in a state of 
decline for decades, with the root causes 
as close as the public school down the 
street. The popular conceptions that the 
current situation “isn’t working” manifests 
itself in large part from an educational sys- 
tem designed to ensure dependence upon 
a government that paradoxically no longer 
represents the will of the people. 

To understand how the United States is 
at a generational crossroads, it is important 


CULTURE 


Socialism embraced: Young people flock 
to Democratic presidential candidate Bernie 
Sanders due to his exhortations over a 
“rigged” economy and promises of vastly 
expanding the federal government. 


to examine the facts and fallacies behind 
the issues younger voters have been rally- 
ing around this election cycle. The follow- 
ing are four key factors that underscore 
the perception that America is in a state of 
decline — and what can be done about it. 


Government 

On the stump, Senator Sanders makes in- 
come inequality his signature issue. By 
the math, there is income disparity in the 
United States. How bad is it? 

According to a 2015 report issued by 
the Organization for Economic Coopera- 
tion and Development (OECD), the top 
10 percent of Americans earn roughly 28 
percent of the nation’s overall personal in- 
come. While the numbers show a clear di- 
vide, they are roughly in line with the ma- 
jority of rich countries around the world. 
Wealth distribution, on the other hand, is 
considerably more skewed: The top 10 
percent possess nearly 77 percent of the 
country’s overall wealth. 

The single biggest reason wealth is con- 
centrated within a relatively small percent- 
age is the rise of the stock market. In the 
wake of the Great Recession, the Federal 
Reserve fired up the printing presses to re- 
duce interest rates and artificially inflate 
the economy. With interest rates driven 
down to historic lows, investment capital 
shifted from cash and bonds (neither pay- 
ing significant returns) to the equities mar- 
kets. The resulting flood of cash doubled 
stock prices over the past seven years. 

The top 20 percent own more than 80 
percent of available financial assets. As 
stock values have risen, so has the wealth 
gap, a statistic made even more glaring by 
the fact that more than half of Americans 
own no stocks whatsoever. In a very real 
way, the Federal Reserve’s manipulations 
directly led to the rise of Bernie Sanders. 

Where Millennials stand: The word 
“socialism” does not evoke the type of 
negative imagery in young adults as with 
previous generations. A YouGov survey 
in January concluded that among respon- 
dents under the age of 30, socialism beat 
out capitalism, 43 percent to 32 percent. 
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One young entrepreneur Summed up the appeal of 
Sanders’ message in a manner oddly similar to how 
many Donald Trump supporters feel. “It isn’t working,” 
asserted Tyler Mackie, “and if it isn’t working, you try 


something else.” 


Steve Byas, a history professor at Hils- 
dale Free Will Baptist College in Moore, 
Oklahoma, considers the preference of so- 
cialism by Millennials to be reactionary — 
not revolutionary — and blames the pub- 
lic school system. “It [capitalism] hasn’t 
really been taught,” he said. “Concepts 
of the free market aren’t being properly 
explained. Millennials just haven’t heard 
much about it.” 

Dr. Steve Bonta of Penn State Univer- 
sity at Altoona agrees, stating that govern- 
mental control is at the root of the issue. 
“The public school system is a big part of 
the problem,” he said. “Since schools are 
funded by the Department of Education, 
they repeat the government line, which en- 
courages dependence, not freedom. It may 
be implicit, but it’s there.” 

Where there’s hope for the future: Dr. 
Bonta cites the abandonment of limited 
government, traditional American values, 
and laissez-faire economics as the reasons 
behind America’s downward cycle, one 
that has ultimately caused dominant soci- 
eties throughout history to implode. “My 
hope is that Millennials will figure it out 
with their brains, not just their hearts,” he 
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said. “If we succeed in reversing trends 
and going back to less government and 
more personal responsibility, that will be 
a historic first.” 


Education 

Another key plank of the Bernie Sanders 
platform is tuition-free college, a social ben- 
efit offered in European countries such as 
Germany, Sweden, Finland, Denmark, and 
Norway. Sanders repeatedly praises northern 
Europe for providing free college to its citi- 
zenry. “I think we should look to countries 
like Denmark, like Sweden and Norway,” 
Sanders said, “‘and learn what they have ac- 
complished for their working people.” 

But as the saying goes, there’s no such 
thing as a free lunch. PolitiFact National 
reported that in 2013, the five countries 
with the highest percentage of gross do- 
mestic product from tax revenues were 
Denmark, France, Belgium, Finland, and 
Sweden, with Germany ranking 12th. The 
United States was a distant 61st at 26.9 
percent, slightly above half the taxation of 
Denmark. It’s abundantly clear that col- 
lege educations are not free — they are 
simply paid for by everyone. 


Free ride: The idea of tuition-free ‘oleae strongly appeals to Millennials, but as Europe has 
proven, the bill would come due in the form of substantially higher taxes. 


22 


AP Images 


Does such a system lead to a more edu- 
cated populace? Per the OECD, the answer 
is a resounding no. The United States ranks 
fifth in the world, with 43.1 percent of its 
population holding college degrees. No Eu- 
ropean country does better, and many are 
considerably further down the list. 

Where Millennials stand: With the ex- 
plosion of college tuition costs, it’s little 
wonder why Millennials are excited by the 
promise of a “free” education, especially 
with student-loan debt mushrooming out 
of control. Calls for free college as a so- 
cial benefit are a knee-jerk response that 
fails to address the twin issues of bloated 
school administrations and a diminishing 
sense of personal responsibility. Pivoting 
the battle to those two fronts would do far 
more to solve the problem than increased 
taxation and income redistribution. 

“My students are enamored by Bernie 
Sanders,” said Dr. Bonta. “They believe 
he will forgive their student loans; that’s a 
huge part of his appeal.” As to the soaring 
costs of a college education, he said, “The 
costs are being driven through the roof be- 
cause of inflated administrative expenses. 
There are more administrators than ever 
before, and the first thing they do is prom- 
ulgate new rules that require even more 
administration and compliance.” 

Where there’s hope for the future: Ac- 
cording to Alan Scholl, executive direc- 
tor of the online school FreedomProject 
Academy, private schools — primary, 
secondary, and tertiary, along with home- 
schooling — represent the best hope for 
America’s educational system, point- 
ing out that just the number of students 
taught at home has grown from 300,000 
students 30 years ago to as many as 3.8 
million today. “We are being pushed in a 
direction that nobody ever talks about or 
even recognizes,” said Scholl. “I believe 
somewhere between 80 and 85 percent of 
our lost freedoms have come as a result of 
our public education system.” 


Religion 
A 2014 Pew Research study indicated that 
Millennials are the most religiously disaf- 
fected generation in American history. At 
35 percent, the ratio of unaffiliated, agnos- 
tic, and/or atheist young adults is more than 
twice that of Baby Boomers (17 percent). 
Over a third reject the grounding re- 
ligion offers with respect to morals and 
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Barriers: Social media has transcended physical and geographic barriers, while at the same time 
helping foster intolerance and political correctness. 


values, a fact that many believe damages 
the fabric of society. “This is the ‘none’ 
generation,” explained Scholl. “When 
asked their religious beliefs, their answer 
is ‘none.’ They don’t have the anchor of 
religion to balance their thinking.” 

The concept of absolute truth has also 
diminished. Millennials often reject the 
idea that certain questions have predeter- 
mined answers. “If you’re talking about 
absolute moral truths,” said Dr. Bonta, 
“comparatively few believe in those 
things. In order to believe in absolute truth 
and given the pervasiveness of secularism, 
you would have to be buttressed by strong 
religious faith.” 

Where Millennials stand: By the num- 
bers, organized religion doesn’t have the 
same appeal to young adults it once did. 
However, most are still open to the con- 
cept of spirituality. 

Where there’s hope for the future: The 
openness of the current generation is per- 
haps the church’s best hope to adapt to a 
changing spiritual landscape. “The evan- 
gelical churches have failed to present 
the intellectual case for Christianity,” ex- 
plained Byas. “There is certainly hope the 
church will tackle this issue before long.” 

As Minister Natasha Patterson, chap- 
lain resident at Emory University Hospi- 
tal, wrote, 


Many Millennials consider the church 
a place that tells you what you can or 
cannot do, not a place where they can 
effect change. No matter its form, my 
hope for the future is that the church 
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remains a place where you can go to 
be rejuvenated and restored, where 
you can be a part of a community that 
embraces and loves you. In order to 
do that, we must negotiate and bal- 
ance the role of the church with tra- 
dition and innovation, not either/or. 


Freedom 

The advent of social networks has broken 
down traditional barriers and expanded 
boundaries, particularly for young adults. 
As a result, they are more accepting of 
ethnic or lifestyle differences, viewing the 
world through a prism much more diverse 
than previous generations. 

Millennials have similarly become 
keenly attuned to social injustice, a char- 
acterization that cuts both ways. “If you 
look at college campuses, free speech 
areas have morphed into don’t-talk-to- 
me-about-anything-I-don’t-want-to-hear 
zones,” said Scholl. Dr. Bonta pointed 
out that the same attitude has reached the 
classroom. “Teachers at universities are 
aware of the need to measure our speech 
very carefully, making note of students that 
have the potential to be troublemakers,” 
he said. “One hears of faculty members 
getting called out on the carpet for using 
words that cause “micro-aggression.’” 

A Pew Research Center survey showed 
that 40 percent of Millennials believe the 
government should prevent people from 
publicly making statements offensive to 
minorities, a viewpoint mirroring the type 
of political correctness railed against by 
Donald Trump. Instead of solutions based 


upon personal responsibility, Scholl said 
Millennials go the other direction. “When 
there’s a problem, the first thing many 
Millennials think of is government.” 

Where Millennials stand: On balance, 
they are the most connected and diverse 
generation, but often take aggressive po- 
sitions on perceived social inequity. In 
addition to college campus matters, “So- 
cial Justice Warriors” patrol social media, 
pouncing on comments — real or implied 
— they find objectionable. 

Where there's hope for the future: The 
metaphorical seesaw between tolerance 
and overreaction likely comes from the 
convergence of multiple influences, in- 
cluding social media, the state of public 
education and the decline of traditional 
conventions and values. “They are obvi- 
ously highly skilled at computers and tech- 
nology,” said Byas, “but as a group they 
have not yet been exposed to the concepts 
of liberty. The hope is they could grasp it 
if it were presented to them.” 

Scholl believes the growth in home- 
schooling and private education is key 
toward re-establishing balance. “Schools 
like ours return the control of education 
to parents and reforms it to what educa- 
tion is supposed to be: restoring liberty,” 
he said. “Homeschooling provides reasons 
for hope for freedom, logic, and the rever- 
sal of what’s going on today.” 


Summing It All Up 

Voters on both the Right and Left are gen- 
erally dissatisfied with the status quo in 
the United States, leading to the rise of 
candidates such as Bernie Sanders and 
Donald Trump. Although surprising on 
its face, the erosion of the public school 
system and the increasing secularism of 
society have weakened the traditional 
moorings that anchored American ideals 
and values for generations. 

As a result, America is generally con- 
sidered in decline, and is perceived by 
many to be at the crossroads of a critical 
juncture in its history. Will the country 
bounce back, or will the slide toward ir- 
relevancy continue unabated? 

Nobody knows the answer to that ques- 
tion. Bonta was optimistic that the young 
generation would be able to fit the puzzle 
pieces together in time. “If anyone can do 
it,” he said with hope, “Millennials are up 
to the task.” Hi 
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hight on the Mooney’? 


Is this politician for me? As part of a series of articles, we give the backgrounds and voting 
records of some noteworthy U.S. politicians — both good and bad — in the 2016 election. 


Representing West Virginia’s Second Congressional District, Congressman Alex X. Mooney’s 
impressive voting record in the House of Representatives underscores his credentials as a 
constitutionalist. 


by Christian Gomez 


ongressman Alex X. Mooney of 
( West Virginia is the son of a Cuban 

mother, who spent seven weeks in 
jail for opposing the Marxist-Leninist re- 
gime of Fidel Castro, and an Irish father, 
who grew up in Long Island, New York. 
Mooney first entered public service when 
he was elected to the Maryland State Sen- 
ate in 1998, serving there from 1999 to 
2011. In 2013, Mooney moved to Charles 
Town, a small town in the Eastern Pan- 
handle of West Virginia, where he ran to 
represent West Virginia’s Second Con- 
gressional District in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

Despite running in an open primary 
with no incumbent challenger, Mooney 
faced an uphill battle against the Repub- 
lican Party establishment. Among his 
opponents was former U.S. International 
Trade Commissioner Charlotte R. Lane, 
the handpicked candidate of then-House 
Majority Leader Eric Cantor’s “Young 
Guns” program of the National Republi- 
can Congressional Committee. On March 
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27, 2002, President George W. Bush ap- 
pointed Lane to the International Trade 
Commission, where she served from 
2003 to 2011. 

Mooney, on the other hand, ran as a 
constitutional conservative candidate, 
receiving the endorsement of the Gun 
Owners of America Political Victory 
Fund and backed by various local Tea 
Party groups. Despite his establishment 
challenge, Mooney won the primary on 
May 13, 2014, in a landslide upset. He 
then went on to win the general election, 
defeating Democratic candidate Nick 
Casey, former chairman of the West Vir- 
ginia Democratic Party. Now, Mooney 
is running for reelection to the House of 
Representatives. 

The freshman congressman has gar- 
nered an impressive 95 percent score 
from THE NEW AMERICAN’S “Freedom 
Index,” which rates the votes cast by con- 
gressmen according to their faithfulness 
to the Constitution. A look at his voting 
record and stance on various issues un- 
derscores his high performance on the 
“Freedom Index.” 


Abortion 

Deeply devoted to the sanctity of human 
life, Congressman Mooney has always 
voted in favor of pro-life legislation. 
Among his first key votes in the House 
of Representatives was his vote for the 
“No Taxpayer Funding for Abortion and 
Abortion Insurance Full Disclosure Act 
of 2015” (H.R. 7) on January 22, 2015. 
This bill would prohibit the expenditure 
of federal funds “for any abortion” or 
“for health benefits coverage that in- 
cludes coverage of abortion.” The fol- 
lowing day, in a press release statement, 
Mooney said the following about the bill 
and his vote: 


We are a nation whose values are 
emulated around the world by people 
seeking freedom, justice and protec- 
tion for human rights under the rule 
of law. That is why I am proud to sup- 
port this legislation to outlaw federal 
funding of any abortion. 


Of the bill, Mooney added, “TI pray this leg- 
islation will pass and become law for the 
protection of the most defenseless among 
us.” The bill’s passage in the House co- 
incided with the 42nd anniversary of the 
Supreme Court’s infamous decision in Roe 
v. Wade. 

Unlike Democratic presidential candi- 
date Hillary Clinton, who recently said 
on NBC’s Meet the Press that “the un- 
born person doesn’t have constitutional 
rights,” Mooney has introduced legislation 
ensuring both the recognition and protec- 
tion of such rights. On February 9, 2015, 
Mooney introduced the Life at Conception 
Act (H.R. 816), which would “implement 
equal protection” under the 14th Amend- 
ment for “the right to life of each born and 
preborn human person.” 

The bill would define a human per- 
son and human being as “each and every 
member of the species homo sapiens at 
all stages of life, including the moment of 
fertilization, cloning, or other moment at 
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which an individual member of the human 
species comes into being.” The bill is cur- 
rently cosponsored in the House by 136 
Republicans and one Democrat. Mooney’s 
Life at Conception Act is a companion to 
S. 2464, recently introduced by Senator 
Rand Paul (R-Ky.) in the Senate on Janu- 
ary 26, 2016. 

Mooney also voted for the Defund 
Planned Parenthood Act of 2015, which 
would terminate federal funding of 
Planned Parenthood and its clinics and 
affiliates for a duration of one year unless 
they can certify that they will not perform 
abortions and not provide money to any 
other entity that performs abortions, dur- 
ing the one-year moratorium. “Taxpayers 
should not be funding the number one 
provider of abortion in the country that 
kills a child every 90 seconds,” Mooney 
said in a statement. He continued, “We 
should direct the $540 million that goes 
to Planned Parenthood to the more than 
13,000 health centers and hospitals 
around the country that provide better 
comprehensive women’s care.” 


Coal and Energy 

In June 2015, the Office of Surface Min- 
ing (OSM), a branch of the unconstitution- 
al Department of the Interior, released an 
over-2,500-page set of new stream buffer 
zone regulations and rules for areas around 
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mining operations. These regulations will 
effectively stop all mining activity with- 
in 100 feet of what the OSM designates 
as a stream. Because of West Virginia’s 
mountainous topography, through which 
numerous small streams run, these new 
OSM regulations will have detrimental 
repercussions to the state’s coal industry. 
Furthermore, Mooney explained in a state- 
ment, “the proposed new regulations are 
expected to prohibit mining underneath a 
stream, making underground coal mining 
very challenging.” 

Coal mining produces 90 percent of 
the energy consumed in West Virginia. As 
a result of these regulations, upwards of 
three-quarters of the coal reserves in the 
Appalachian region would no longer be 
extractable. Consequently, these OSM 
regulations would lead to thousands of 
job losses and skyrocketing energy costs, 
adversely affecting the state’s poorest 
families the most. Any purported envi- 
ronmental benefits from the OSM’s regu- 
lations would be heavily outweighed by 
its disastrous consequences on the state’s 
economy and energy industry. 

In anticipation of these new onerous 
OSM stream buffer zone regulations, Con- 
gressman Mooney introduced the Support- 
ing Transparent Regulatory and Environ- 
mental Action in Mining (STREAM) Act 
(H.R. 1644) on March 26, 2015. Mooney’s 


Congressman Mooney has introduced the STREAM Act to prevent the implementation of the 
Office of Surface Mining’s new set of radical “stream buffer zone” regulations, which threaten 


coal-mining operations in the Appalachian region. 
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STREAM legislation would delay, or pos- 
sibly even prevent, the implementation of 
the OSM regulations affecting coal mining 
in West Virginia and elsewhere throughout 
the United States. 

According to an article posted on 
Mooney’s congressional website, “The 
bill would prevent OSM from seizing du- 
plicative regulatory jurisdiction from other 
agencies, namely, the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, which already has sim- 
ilar regulatory authority under the Clean 
Water Act.” Of his bill, Mooney said in 
a press statement, “This bill protects the 
ability of Americans to seek prosperity 
from our nation’s natural bounty and is 
good policy for our families.” 

Mooney’s STREAM bill is a win for 
the 1.85 million residents of West Vir- 
ginia and the millions of other hardwork- 
ing Americans struggling to provide for 
their families under the burden of gov- 
ernment programs. On January 12, 2016, 
the STREAM Act passed in the House 
of Representatives, with a vote of 235 
to 188. Seven days later, the bill was re- 
ceived in the Senate and referred to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources, where it is currently pending. 
As STREAM awaits action in the Sen- 
ate, Mooney continues fighting for liber- 
ty and West Virginian families as he also 
takes on Common Core. 


Common Core and Education 

As a father of three, Mooney is concerned 
not only about the well-being of the un- 
born and infants, but also the educational 
well-being of children. On July 8, 2015, 
during consideration of the Student Suc- 
cess Act (H.R. 5), Congressman Mooney 
voted for an amendment that would allow 
states to withdraw from the disastrous 
Common Core State Standards or any 
other specific standards, if they choose, 
without fear of any direct or indirect pen- 
alty from the federal government. 

In early December 2015, Mooney 
voted against the Every Student Suc- 
ceeds Act (S. 1177). This bill would re- 
authorize the Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act (ESAA) for four years, 
through fiscal 2020. The Every Student 
Succeeds Act would also separate stan- 
dardized test scores by categories such 
as race and income to determine if any 
“subgroup” is underperforming academi- 
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Mooney, on the other hand, ran as a constitutional 
conservative candidate, receiving the endorsement of 
the Gun Owners of America Political Victory Fund and 
backed by various local Tea Party groups. 


cally. In addition, the bill requires states 
to develop plans to help low-performing 
public schools. In an e-mailed statement 
to the Charleston Gazette-Mail, Mooney 
explained that he opposed the bill because 
it “authorizes a large federal role in educa- 
tion.” Mooney further elaborated, “I be- 
lieve education decisions are best made by 
the states, local communities and parents 
— not the federal government.” 


Federal Reserve 
One of Mooney’s first acts upon being 
sworn in as a congressman was 
to cosponsor the Federal Re- 
serve Transparency Act (H.R. 
24), introduced by Congress- 
man Thomas Massie (R-Ky.), 
to audit the Federal Reserve. 
On July 22, 2015, Mooney 
spoke on the floor of the House 
of Representatives about the 
need to audit the Fed. “Few in- 
stitutions are as powerful and 
as secretive as the Federal Re- 
serve,” Mooney said about the 
Fed. He further noted: 


The Federal Reserve’s mone- 
tary policy impacts the prices 
every American pays at the 
grocery store, the ability of 
businesses to obtain the cap- 
ital necessary to create new 
jobs, and the value of invest- 
ments that the average Amer- 
ican relies on to provide for 
their families, educate their 
children and enjoy a secure 
retirement. 


Mooney continued, “Passage of 
this bill will allow the Ameri- 
can people to finally get a better 
picture of the Fed’s operations, 
including its deals with large fi- 
nancial institutions and foreign 
central banks.” In a press re- 
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lease statement, Mooney said, “An entity 
that controls so many aspects of Ameri- 
cans’ lives cannot be permitted to operate 
in the dark; the Federal Reserve must be 
held accountable to the people.” 


ObamaCare 

In addition to wanting to expose the na- 
tion’s private central bank cabal, Mooney 
is committed to ending the unfolding fi- 
asco in our nation’s healthcare known as 
ObamaCare. On his 2014 campaign web- 
site, Mooney declared: 
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Among Congressman Mooney’s first acts in the House of 
Representatives was voting for H.R. 596 to repeal ObamaCare. 

Mooney also voted to repeal the Independent Payment Advisory 
Board (IPAB), otherwise known as the “death panel.” 


I support replacing ObamaCare with 
commonsense, free-market health 
care reforms that will keep health 
care affordable, increases access to 
good health care in rural communi- 
ties, and keeps government out of our 
most personal health care decisions. 


Of his proposed free-market alternative 
solutions, Mooney elaborated: 


Some of these reforms include allow- 
ing people to buy health insurance 
across state lines, expanding health 
savings accounts, passing common- 
sense tort reform, and removing the 
discrimination in our tax code that 
prohibits individuals from buying 
health insurance with pre-tax dollars. 


As a congressman he voted for H.R. 596 
to repeal most of the misnamed Affordable 
Care Act and the healthcare- 
related provisions in the Health 
Care and Education Reconcili- 
ation Act of 2010. “The Presi- 
dent’s behemoth healthcare 
law has been a proven failure,” 
Mooney said in a press release, 
upon voting for its repeal. 
“Obamacare has driven up over- 
all healthcare costs for families 
and small businesses, caused 
thousands of Americans to lose 
their doctors, and is projected 
to add trillions to the national 
debt,” He added. Although the 
bill did not provide a clean re- 
peal of the entire ObamaCare, it 
would have been a key stepping- 
stone toward its abolition. 

On June 23, 2015, Mooney 
also voted for the Protecting 
Seniors’ Access to Medicare 
Act of 2015 (H.R. 1190), 
which would repeal the provi- 
sions of ObamaCare providing 
for the Independent Payment 
Advisory Board (IPAB), oth- 
erwise known as the “death 
panel.” Mooney has lived up 
to his pledge to vote against 
ObamaCare, and if given the 
same opportunity again under 
another president, he has also 
committed to the healthcare 
law’s full repeal. 
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Religious Liberty 
While constitutionalists such as Mooney 
or former Congressman Ron Paul are 
often criticized by their opponents for 
always being opposed to one govern- 
ment program or another, the truth is that 
Mooney, like Paul, is as much for individ- 
ual liberty as he is against unconstitutional 
big government. An example of Mooney’s 
commitment to liberty is his introduction 
of H.R. 514, entitled Protecting Religious 
Freedom in America. 

This four-page bill affirms the nation’s 
historic tradition of religious freedom 
by expressing the sense of the House of 
Representatives that “the United States 
Government should not infringe upon 
the ability of American citizens to act 
in accordance with their sincerely held 
religious beliefs” and that it “condemns 
any behavior by the States that limits 
the ability of individuals to express their 
religious beliefs.” In a press release by 
Congressman Mooney on November 4, 
2015, he stated: 


The ability to live by our religious 
convictions is inherent to the found- 
ing principles of our country. Un- 
fortunately, this right is under attack 
today. Despite this freedom being ex- 
plicitly laid out in our Constitution, 
we have seen federal, state, and local 
governments continue to violate this 
founding principle. 


Acknowledging that the “right to free ex- 
pression of religious ideas without fear of 
persecution is expressed in the Declaration 
of Independence, made into law in the First 
Amendment to the U.S. Constitution, and 
reiterated in many Supreme Court cases,” 
Mooney says about his bill, “We must fight 
for this right. This resolution is one way to 
do that. Congress must make a strong state- 
ment that attacks on religious liberty must 
stop.” Mooney’s religious freedom bill has 
also been endorsed by the Family Research 
Council and already is cosponsored by 15 
other congressmen in the House. 


Trade Deals 

A final major item of note is Congress- 
man Mooney’s opposition to President 
Obama’s disastrous trade agenda, which 
is a continuation of the failed “free trade” 
deals that have killed U.S. jobs and eroded 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


» 


f 
4 * 
- 


d 
; i] 
a 


Vag 
re 


* 


Concerned about the Trans-Pacific Partnership’s (TPP) lack of transparency, Congressman 
Mooney voted against Trade Promotion Authority (TPA), which Mooney says “empowered the 
President to go around Congress and advance his radical agenda on an international scale.” 


U.S. sovereignty. In 2015, Mooney voted 
against Trade Promotion Authority (TPA), 
necessary to facilitate the expedited pas- 
sage, or “fast track,” of the Trans-Pacific 
Partnership (TPP). 

Negotiated among 12 Pacific Rim coun- 
tries (Australia, Brunei, Canada, Chile, 
Japan, Malaysia, Mexico, New Zealand, 
Peru, Singapore, the United States, and 
Vietnam), the TPP trade agreement is an 
interim step toward the much broader Free 
Trade Area of the Asia Pacific (FTAAP), 
which would include all 21 member-states 
of the Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation 
(APEC), among which are Communist 
China and Russia. 

Unfortunately, unlike Mooney, the ma- 
jority of Congress voted in favor of sur- 
rendering their constitutional responsibil- 
ity on trade policy to the executive branch, 
enabling President Obama to continue ne- 
gotiations on the TPP with the approval of 
Congress. 

This “fast track” authority also allows 
Congress to limit debate on and prohibit 
the addition of amendments to the TPP 
when it comes for a vote. It also low- 
ers the threshold to pass agreements 
such as the TPP or the proposed Trans- 
atlantic Trade and Investment Partner- 
ship (TTIP), another U.S. “free trade” 
agreement, with the European Union, to 
a simple majority (50 percent plus one) 


of voting congressmen. In the following 
statement to THE NEW AMERICAN maga- 
zine, Congressman Mooney explained 
his concerns about TPP and why he voted 
against TPA: 


The Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) 
is a complex, multilateral trade deal 
that is thousands of pages in length. 
I am concerned how it was negoti- 
ated with little transparency by the 
Obama Administration. The Con- 
stitution provides Congress, not the 
President, with the authority to set 
tariffs and duties on imports into 
our country. I stood firm in my vote 
against the Trade Promotion Au- 
thority (TPA) last year which em- 
powered the President to go around 
Congress and advance his radical 
agenda on an international scale. 


From stopping ObamaTrade, ObamaCare, 
and job-killing OSM regulations, to pas- 
sionately fighting for the rights of un- 
born individuals and defending religious 
liberty, Mooney’s first term in the House 
has been one of impeccable constitutional 
conservative credentials. His stance on 
these few but key issues are just the tip of 
the iceberg of how he is faithfully uphold- 
ing his oath of office and adhering to the 
Constitution. 
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What Is the Proper 
Role of Government? 


Government is a universal part of the human 
condition, from village and tribal elders to 
modern republics with their complex court 
systems, parliaments, congresses, and codes 
of law. Along humanity’s long upward 
climb from the chiefs and elders that pre- 
sided over even the most primitive bands of 
aboriginals, government has assumed forms 
of increasing complexity, reach, and splen- 
dor. The ledgers of history are replete with 
despots petty and great, from local autocrats 
to the founders of great empires such as Al- 
exander the Great and Genghis Khan. Some 
of these imperial powers — Babylon, Ach- 
aemenid Persia, and the various Chinese 
dynasties, for example — achieved consid- 
erable longevity, shored up by sophisticated 
legal codes and a capacity for ruthless ef- 
ficiency in enforcing them. 

Occasionally, men, moved by the belief 
that government should not be all-power- 
ful, have tried to frame laws that define 
and limit the powers of government. Such 
were the 12 Tables of Roman Law and the 
English Magna Carta. Such, too, is the 
U.S. Constitution, which makes explicit 
the powers delegated by the people and the 
states to the federal government, with the 
proviso — spelled out in the 10th Amend- 
ment — that all powers not granted to the 
federal government were to be retained by 
the people and by the states. 

Since the framing of the U.S. Constitu- 
tion, many other countries have followed 
the American example in creating written 
constitutions of their own to define the 
powers of the state. 

Humanity having generally concluded, 
after millennia of mostly despotic govern- 
ment, that it is better to limit the powers of 
tulers, elected officials, magistrates, and the 
like, the question naturally arises: What are 
the proper limits on government power? In 
other words, if government is not to be all- 
powerful and all-encompassing, what are 
its proper functions? 

The great 19th-century French statesman 
and political philosopher Frédéric Bastiat, 
in his brief yet magisterial treatise The Law, 
observed that laws and government are 
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merely the collectivization of the natural, 
God-given right to self-defense: 


Each of us has a natural right — from 
God — to defend his person, his lib- 
erty, and his property.... If every per- 
son has the right to defend — even by 
force — his person, his liberty, and his 
property, then it follows that a group 
of men have the right to organize and 
support a common force to protect 
these rights constantly. Thus the prin- 
ciple of collective right — its reason 
for existing, its lawfulness — is based 
on individual right.... Thus, since an 
individual cannot lawfully use force 
against the person, liberty, or property 
of another individual, then the com- 
mon force — for the same reason — 
cannot lawfully be used to destroy the 
person, liberty, or property of individ- 
uals or groups.... 

The law is the organization of the 
natural right of lawful defense. It is 
the substitution of a common force for 
individual forces. And this common 
force is to do only what the individual 
forces have a natural and lawful right 
to do: to protect persons, liberties, 
and properties; to maintain the right 
of each, and to cause justice to reign 
over us all. 


With aphorisms such as these, Bastiat com- 
posed perhaps the simplest and most elo- 
quent defense of liberty and limited govern- 
ment ever written. His simple, elegant logic 
is unassailable: Since government is derived 
from the consent of the governed, it cannot 
exercise any legitimate authority except 
what is granted to it by the individuals who 
support it. In other words, what is proper 
and moral for an individual to do may also 
be proper and moral for the state; but under 
no circumstances can the state do things that 
are immoral for the individual, because it 
is impossible for any individual to delegate 
power or authority he does not possess. For 
example, it is commonly agreed that murder 
is not authorized by God’s law; individuals 
do not have the right to take the lives of oth- 
ers for frivolous or vindictive causes. If this 
is the case for individuals, it is equally true 


for government. And this reasoning may be 
extended to theft, lying, or any sort of dis- 
honest or immoral activity. 

This being the case, how can any govern- 
ment be justified? If it may only do things 
that are morally justifiable for individuals, 
what legitimate purpose can it have? The 
one area where government has a consid- 
erable advantage over the individual, as 
Bastiat observed, is in the exercise of force. 
Collective force is always superior to in- 
dividual force. Government is therefore 
ideally suited to protect. As collectivized 
force, it is able to repel foreign aggres- 
sors and protect its citizens from violence 
and theft committed by miscreants in their 
midst. Since it is wrong for any individual 
to steal from another, or to commit murder, 
it is proper to defend against such acts, and 
government provides an effective means to 
deter such criminal acts — and to punish 
malefactors who commit them. 

Put simply, that government is legiti- 
mate which seeks to protect and vindicate 
individual, God-given rights. In so doing, 
however, government is ordinarily not jus- 
tified in acting “preemptively,” or in other 
words, in curtailing freedom in the name 
of eliminating any possibility of crime ever 
taking place. It is in this misguided spirit 
that laws are framed, for example, that seek 
to disarm all citizens not only to prevent, 
but to preclude, violent crime. Advocates 
of “gun control” argue that mass shootings 
cannot occur if people are denied access to 
firearms. But such laws always curtail the 
unalienable right to self-defense among the 
law-abiding, and while they may make it 
harder for criminals to access prohibited 
weapons, they do not deter violent crimi- 
nality overall. 

Thus government’s legitimate role is as 
protector of individual rights. That its pow- 
ers so often extend far beyond such activi- 
ties is a testament to the readiness of men 
to accept illicit masters. But government 
power that is limited to the protection of 
God-given rights will by definition “pro- 
vide for the common defense,” “establish 
justice,” “promote the general welfare,” 
and accomplish every other goal in the pre- 
amble to our Constitution. 

— CHARLES SCALIGER 
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BOOK REVIEW 


WHEN POLITICIANS WON'T ACT 


Sociological author Charles Murray now believes that U.S. politicians and the political 
system are so corrupted that elections won't fix things, so he offers a different path. 


By the author of the New Tort Timer bestseller Camieg Apart 
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CHARLES MURRAY 


by James Heiser 


By the People: Rebuilding Liberty With- 
out Permission, by Charles Murray, New 
York: Crown Forum, 2015, 319 pages, 
hardcover. 


American Republic? This is one of 

the central questions confronting 
readers in Charles Murray’s new book, 
By the People: Rebuilding Liberty With- 
out Permission. The author begins with 
the declaration: “The twin propositions 
of this book are that we are at the end 
of the American project as the founders 
intended it, but that opportunities are 
open for preserving the best qualities of 
the American project in a new incarna- 
tion.” Murray dedicates the first third of 
the book to attempting to substantiate 
the first of these propositions, and the 
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evidence that he presents to readers is a 
well-documented record of institutional 
corruption, perversion of the Constitu- 
tion, and the establishment of a seem- 
ingly irresistible bureaucratic leviathan 
that is at war not only with the liberties 
of the American people, but is even at 
war with the most basic principles of 
common sense. By the People is often a 
painful book to read, but for traditional 
conservatives, it is a book that needs to 
be read for its summary of the distance 
the regulatory regime has moved day- 
to-day American life away from that 
envisioned by the founding fathers and 
established in the federal Constitution. 

Murray documents the rise of a Pro- 
gressive ideology bent on reshaping the 
Republic by means of regulation, and he 
sets forth one approach to countering that 
Progressive agenda, and possibly over- 
throwing many of the victories that have 
already been won by opponents of the 
Constitution. 

By the People is a book that will in- 
evitably be the focus of controversy, but 
Murray is no stranger to controversy. 
When Murray co-authored Bell Curve: 
Intelligence and Class Structure in 
American Life with Richard Herrnstein 
in 1994, the authors were pilloried as 
“racists” and “elitists” for having the au- 
dacity to bring scientific analysis of data 
to the field of sociology. Later books, 
including Coming Apart: The State of 
White America (2012), have only contin- 
ued to draw the ire of the political Left. 
By the People will continue to infuri- 
ate the Left, but Murray hopes that his 
argument will be persuasive to a broad 
audience that he describes as ““Madisoni- 
ans”: “people who are devoted to limited 
government. In today’s terminology, that 
includes classical liberals, libertarians, 
and many conservatives.” 

Murray has divided his book into three 
sections: (1) “Coming to Terms With 
Where We Stand,” (2) “Opening a New 
Front,” and (3) “A Propitious Moment.” 


Hello, Regulation 

The first of these three sections is, argu- 
ably, the bitterest pill for traditional con- 
servatives to swallow, because in its five 
chapters the author presents his case for 
the impossibility of reforming the Repub- 
lic and returning it to its proper constitu- 
tional framework by working within the 
normal interaction of citizens with the 
three branches of government. Basing his 
argument in existing case law from 20th- 
century rulings by the Supreme Court, 
and examining the failure of elected poli- 
ticians to enact many (even most) of the 
reforms that they have promised since the 
days of the Reagan administration, Mur- 
ray presents an image of the invasive 
powers of an alphabet soup of regula- 
tory agencies (OSHA, EPA, EEOC, etc.), 
the “blank check” of authority that the 
courts have given those agencies, and 
the systemic corruption of the legislative 
process to build the case for his argu- 
ment. The almost-uncontrolled growth 
of regulations is now so expansive that it 
is almost beyond human comprehension. 
Existing case law and recent decisions 
by the Supreme Court make it clear, in 
Murray’s assessment, that no relief will 
be coming from the courts: 


Let’s face it: if the Supreme Court can 
rationalize President Obama’s execu- 
tive order on immigration as merely an 
exercise of prosecutorial discretion, it 
can rationalize just about anything. To 
me, the uncertainty about whether the 
Court will stand in his way is evidence 
that President Obama is less a cause of 
lawlessness in the White House than 
an illustration of how far lawlessness 
had already progressed when he took 
office. 


And although Congress has broad powers 
under the Constitution to reverse the dam- 
age that has been done, Murray maintains 
that no such reform will be taken by the 
representatives of the people: 
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Congress has the power to abol- 
ish any program, agency, or even 
cabinet department. Congress could 
pass amended legislation that con- 
tains “intelligible principles” that 
prevent regulatory agencies from 
implementing their own agendas. 
Congress could expand the exemp- 
tions of small businesses from regu- 
lation. Congress could substitute a 
consumption tax for the income tax, 
thereby effectively removing the 
IRS from Americans’ lives. 

All this is possible — theoretically. 
In reality, we live in a world in which 
none of these things will happen. 
There will be only tweaks at the mar- 


gins. The political process in 
Washington is systematically 
corrupt in ways that make 
fundamental reforms impos- 
sible. Not improbable but 
impossible. 


Conservative Civil 
Disobedience 

If the first portion of By the 
People presents the author’s 
case for the inability of the 
system to correct the current 
fatal flaws, the second portion 
presents Murray’s proposal for 
confronting the regulatory re- 
gime from outside the system 
by means of civil disobedi- 
ence, a course of action that he 
clearly understands may leave 
many readers queasy: “The 
rule of law is the foundation 
of civilization. Deliberately 
choosing to ignore portions 
of the law is a momentous 
political choice.” Why, then, 
does Murray believe that civil 
disobedience is justified? In 
his words, “The short answer 
is that the American govern- 
ment does not command our 
blind allegiance to the law. It 
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is part of our national catechism that gov- 
ernment is instituted to protect our un- 
alienable rights, and that when it becomes 
destructive of those rights, the reason 
for our allegiance is gone. At that point, 
revolution is not treason, but the people’s 
right.” However, Murray is quick to add: 
“IT am not proposing revolution, but I am 
proposing a declaration of limited resis- 
tance to the existing government.” 
Murray’s defense of “civil disobedi- 
ence” is far removed from the argumen- 
tation of the counter-culture “activists” of 
the 1960s. Murray builds a careful case 
for what he calls the federal government’s 
“lost legitimacy,” based in the under- 
standing that the federal government has 


fundamentally broken the compact that 
exists between the people and their rep- 
resentatives. Furthermore, while making 
his case for civil disobedience, Murray 
limits the proposed area of such disobedi- 
ence, restricting it to those areas of gov- 
ernment regulation that do not pertain to 
acts that are bad in themselves (e.g., laws 
regarding murder, rape, burglary, arson, 
kidnapping, etc.), those that involve the 
tax code, or those that generally pertain to 
the “public good” (with the author admit- 
ting the nebulousness of the last catego- 
ry). Instead, Murray’s primary targets for 
civil disobedience are those regulatory 
agencies identified in the first portion of 
the book — OSHA, the EPA, the EEOC, 
the FDA, etc. — which often carry out 
the most readily visible encroachments 
on the rights of the American people. 
Murray’s argument is that such regu- 
latory agencies largely depend on vol- 
untary compliance for their power over 
the lives and fortunes of the American 
people by means of regulations that are 
arbitrary and absolute. For 
“Madisonians” convinced by 
Murray’s line of reasoning in 
the first portion of the book, the 
second section offers a “Madi- 
son Fund” as the means by 
which an effective resistance 
to the regulatory regime may 
be offered. Murray’s “Madison 
Fund” would defend businesses 
and individuals who are suffer- 
ing selective prosecution: The 
fund would balance the scales 
by providing legal defense and 
the promise to pay any fines 
that are ultimately imposed on 
the business or individual. Ide- 
ally, in Murray’s assessment, 
many such funds would be es- 
tablished as the equivalent of 
“guilds” that would share the 
burden of fighting such oner- 
ous regulation among all those 
who are engaged in a particular 
form of business. The result, 
Murray argues, would be that 
the federal agencies would find 
their actions were drawing un- 
wanted attention, while the ac- 
cess to expert legal assistance 
would counter the assets avail- 
able to the various agencies 
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— as Murray observes, OSHA has only 
205 “investigative personnel” to monitor 
every company in the United States, and 
the EPA has 337 personnel tasked with 
environmental enforcement nationwide. 
The threat posed by the regulatory agen- 
cies would thus be reduced to the level of 
an “insurable hazard,” with much of the 
coercive, intimidating force previously 
available to the agencies impotently dis- 
sipated. And the ultimate goal of such 
protracted efforts would be not only pro- 
tection from the indefensible regulations 
imposed by the agencies, but a rehearing 
of the constitutional arguments pertain- 
ing to such regulation that permitted such 
federal overreach in the first place. 


Way to Win 

The third portion of By the People 
looks to the future, weighing the rami- 
fications of undertaking the widespread 
civil disobedience Murray proposes. As 
envisioned, the battle against the uncon- 
stitutional encroachments will be a pro- 
tracted struggle: “But most of the open- 
ended possibilities for rebuilding liberty 
will not involve landmark cases that the 
federal government can focus on — there 
need be no Gettysburgs or Yorktowns, 
just hundreds of hit-and-run guerrilla ac- 
tions. The situation facing the defense 
funds will be an instructive model for 
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subsequent steps to roll back the reach 
of government.” In this struggle, Murray 
argues that the “Madison Fund” and simi- 
lar defense funds would actually have the 
advantage: 


The contest between the defense 
funds and the government is going to 
be a mismatch between people who 
typically feel strongly that they are 
being arbitrarily and capriciously ha- 
rassed by the government, represent- 
ed by attorneys who believe strongly 
in the justice of their cause, fighting 
against government bureaucrats of 
middling talent and little motivation 
to work extra unpaid hours, for whom 
contesting a case against an aggres- 
sive defendant looks like a lot of hard 
work for no reward. They will know 
that a defendant won’t even have to 
pay the fine if the government wins 
the case. 


However, while Murray clearly feels that 
his path of “civil disobedience” is the one 
most likely to succeed in overturning the 
tyranny of federal regulation, he still ac- 
knowledges that conservatives may dis- 
agree with his despair of reforming the 
government by constitutional means. In 
fact, he acknowledges that constitution- 
alists “have successfully used the po- 


litical process to win important policy 
victories.” Thus, one might reasonably 
ask, “Why stop now?” Murray has dem- 
onstrated how far, and how fast, the Re- 
public has been betrayed, and a vital first 
step in undoing the damage inflicted by 
such a betrayal is a widespread aware- 
ness of what has taken place in the past 
few generations. The first third of By the 
People could as easily serve as a rally- 
ing cry for renewing the effort to elect 
constitutional conservatives to the House 
of Representatives — men and women 
who are prepared to use the “power of the 
purse” to force a restoration of constitu- 
tional limits on the powers of the execu- 
tive branch. 

Furthermore, Murray almost complete- 
ly ignores the possibility of the states as- 
serting their 10th Amendment preroga- 
tives to reverse the encroachments of 
the federal regulatory agencies. The sig- 
nificant migration of businesses between 
states, away from heavily regulated and 
taxed states, such as Illinois and Califor- 
nia, to states that place less onerous bur- 
dens on free enterprise, represents a signif- 
icant force within the country that would 
support a stronger stand on the part of the 
states to roll back the intrusive, coercive 
power of the federal government. 

This does not mean that Murray’s pro- 
posed “Madison Fund” approach is fruit- 
less — but it remains unproven, and poten- 
tially open to legal challenges that might 
stop it dead in its tracks. A more prudent 
course might be a “both/and” approach: 
Restore the Republic through a principled 
assertion of the 10th Amendment rights 
of the states, increase the number of con- 
stitutionalists within the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and challenge the regulatory 
agencies every step of the way. Our goal 
should never be to simply limit the abuses 
inflicted by the unconstitutional acts of 
agencies that have no right to exist under 
the U.S. Constitution; the only acceptable 
outcome is the full restoration of constitu- 
tional rule of law in these United States. 

It is hard for a brief review to do jus- 
tice to a plan of the breadth and depth of 
that which Charles Murray proposes in By 
the People. Conservatives would do well 
to weigh carefully the fresh approach that 
Murray offers to confronting a plague that 
has afflicted the American Republic for 
generations. Mi 
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Coffee and More 


Employees at Dutch Bros., a coffee shop 
in Vancouver, Washington, exhibited 
kindness when they encountered a grief- 
stricken customer at the drive-thru win- 
dow in March, in a story that has since 
gone viral. 

Yahoo News reported that Barbara Dan- 
ner was waiting in line at the drive-thru 
when she noticed three employees reach- 
ing out from the drive-thru window to 
offer comfort to a woman in the vehicle 
in front of her. Danner snapped a photo of 
the interaction. 

It was not until it was Danner’s turn to 
pull up to the window that she learned that 
the customer in front of her had lost her 
husband the day before and was visibly 
overcome by her grief. 

The employees told Danner that they 
were heartbroken for the widow, gave her 
free coffee, and asked if they could pray 
with her. 

Danner posted a photo of what she saw on 
her Facebook page with the following note: 


Snapped this picture waiting in line 
at the Dutch Bros on 138th Avenue 
today. Turns out the young lady in 
line ahead of us lost her 37-year-old 
husband last night. When the DB 
guys & gals noticed she was falling 
apart, they stopped everything and 
prayed with her for several minutes, 
invited her to come back for prayer 
and support, as well as anything else 
that she might need. Prayers for the 
young family, and you know where 
to stop for coffee! 


The story went viral. The employees later 
told The Oregonian what compelled them 
to act. “She was crying,” said 19-year-old 
Pierce Dunn. 

Another employee said he was happy 
to pray with the woman, even though he 
is not religious. “She could have said she 
wanted an apple, and I would have gone 
and planted a tree and grown her an apple. 
It just happened to be religion that she 
wanted,” Evan Freeman said. 

Dutch Bros. owner Jessica Chudek 
told The Oregonian, “We do these kinds 
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of things every day, and rarely is it 
caught on camera.” 


Lunch on a Stranger 


Thirty National Guardsmen were treated 
to a free lunch on March 23 thanks to the 
kindness of an anonymous person. 

According to Fox News Insider, the 
troops were in Rockford, Michigan, for 
training at the Belmont Armory when they 
stopped for lunch at Corner Bar. 

The management at the bar had already 
applied a discount to the lunch bill, bring- 
ing it to about $200. And the generosity 
continued when a stranger quietly met 
with the manager to ask about paying the 
bill. “The guest was very adamant about 
remaining anonymous,” general manager 
John Vanaman told Fox 17. “He said he 
wanted to pick up the bill in appreciation 
for what our service men and women do.” 


Four-month-old 
College Student 


Kate Humphrey, a Marine veteran, is a 
full-time college student in Salado, Texas, 
and a mother whose babysitter cancelled 
at the last minute just as she was pre- 
paring to leave for her college class one 
March morning, giving her very few op- 
tions. Rather than missing class, Hum- 
phrey elected to bring her four-month-old 
daughter with her, something that many 
professors would frown upon. Fortunately, 
except for hers. 

Shortly after class began, Humphrey’s 
daughter Millie began to fuss. The profes- 
sor’s response was incredible. 

“T just went over, picked her up, carried 
her back, and went right back to lecturing 
without missing a beat,” professor Darren 
Willoughby told KWTX. 

Fox News Insider reported that for the 
remaining hour of the class, Willoughby 
held Millie and taught the class. Hum- 
phrey states that the baby remained con- 
tent the entire time she was held by Profes- 
sor Willoughby. 

And Willoughby stated, “Taking care 
of others in a time of need and when it is 


not a time of need, just loving and caring 
about others — that’s God’s purpose.” 


Incredible Display 
of Gratitude 


Stefun Darts of Houston refrained from 
doing many of the things young people do 
for fun in order to save his money and give 
his grandparents an unforgettable gift. 

Darts told Today.com that his grandpar- 
ents took him in at a young age, and that 
he wanted to repay them for their years 
of kindness by paying off their remaining 
mortgage. For six years, he scrimped to 
achieve this goal. “I had to sacrifice a lot. 
Friendships, relationships, going around 
and partying.” 

Darts recalled his friends saying things 
like, “You never go out. You need to have 
some fun.” But for Darts, it was more im- 
portant to save his money than indulge his 
own adolescent interests. 

Darts worked numerous jobs to save 
money, even earning licenses to sell life 
insurance and real estate. He also adopted 
a “frugal” lifestyle. Today.com wrote, “He 
rarely buys clothes and still uses the first 
wallet he ever owned. He eats at home 
whenever possible and, lately, gets teased 
about his diet of cheap, microwave pizzas.” 

Darts, who currently works multiple 
jobs and studies applied science at a local 
community college, still managed to find 
time to create a nonprofit called Caring 
Heart Youth, which brings supplies to poor 
children and teens. 

All of his hard work paid off. On March 
20, Darts threw his grandparents a surprise 
party, where he presented them with a 
$15,000 check. The money was enough to 
pay off their mortgage and send them on a 
trip to the Bahamas to celebrate. 

“IT promised God in the second grade 
I would pay off you guys’ house and 
help you retire. A promise I would never 
break,” Darts posted on Facebook, along 
with a picture of him presenting the over- 
sized handmade check to his grandparents. 
“Even with this, I could never repay you 
for what you’ve done for me.” Hf 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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The 1890s: the ship of State Lists to Port 


When London bankers threw the U.S. economy into turmoil when they tried to save 
themselves after loans went bad in Argentina, Populists took advantage of the downturn. 


by Bob Adelmann 


series of events during the decade 
A: the 1890s, largely unknown to 
the citizenry and ignored by con- 
temporary historians, set the stage for the 
gradual removal of constitutional restraints 
that once protected our Republic. The Panic 
of 1893 may be seen as one of the pivotal 
events in that removal. 
The cause of the Panic of 1893 can be 
traced back to the failure of the wheat crop 
in Argentina, coupled with a coup in Bue- 
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nos Aires, in 1890. For years, financiers in 
the City of London — a privately run, one- 
square-mile area inside London, England, 
populated by hundreds of bankers and 
thousands of lawyers — found Argentina 
a profitable place to invest. The explosion 
of the country’s economy in the decades 
before the 1890s nearly matched the same 
explosion taking place in America. The 
only limit was capital, and City of London 
banks, especially the Barings Bank, were 
more than happy to loan the country all 
it needed to build infrastructure, including 


The Panic of 1893 had its origins in the 
failure of the wheat crop in Argentina in 1890, 
causing bankers in the City of London to start 
liquidating their foreign investments, including 
those in America. 


roads, dams, factories, schools, and office 
and government buildings. The bonds 
were secured by expected receipts from 
the country’s wheat crop, which was then 
feeding large parts of the world. 

When the wheat crop failed in 1890, the 
bonds, and Barings, were threatened. It 
took a gathering of other banks and bank- 
ers, including the Bank of England and the 
Rothschilds, to bail Barings out, but by 
that time the damage was done. Financiers 
clipped their wings and started liquidating 
their investments around the world, includ- 
ing in America, in exchange for the most 
reliable currency in times of stress: gold. 

Thanks to the retmplementation of the 
gold standard in the United States follow- 
ing the Civil War, dollars were redeemable 
in gold. Attempts to change the monetary 
system to one where dollars would also be 
redeemable in silver failed, but those at- 
tempts laid the groundwork for the rise of 
the “silverites” and the clash that reached 
its crescendo during the presidential elec- 
tion of 1896. 

The U.S. government had more paper 
dollars outstanding than gold in its re- 
serves. When City of London bankers 
started demanding redemption, it set in 
motion the Panic of 1893, triggered by the 
default of the Philadelphia and Reading 
Railroad, which had overextended itself 
financially. This happened just 13 days be- 
fore the inauguration of Grover Cleveland 
(the only president to have been elected to 
two non-consecutive terms — 1884 and 
1892), the Bourbon (i.e., traditional con- 
servative) Democrat who still thought the 
Constitution stood for something. While 
out of office, his predecessor succumbed 
to the mounting political pressure from 
agrarian and silver interests, mostly in the 
West, and signed into law the Sherman 


33 


HISTORY. 


Over the next three years, 500 banks failed, taking with them 
more than 15,000 businesses, many of them in the West. The 
stock market crashed, unemployment spiked to nearly one out of 


every five workers, and homeowners defaulted on their mortgages 


in huge numbers. 


Silver Purchase Act of 1890. The pres- 
sure came from farmers who wanted to 
cheapen the currency in order to pay off 
loans with cheaper dollars, and silver min- 
ers who were interested in a permanent 
and substantial buyer for their silver out- 
put. During the Gilded Age of the 1870s 
and 1880s, farmers had been left behind, 
seeing the prices of their produce drop as 
farming became more and more efficient. 

The issue took on political overtones, as 
workers in cities had little interest in seeing 
the purchasing power of their wages drop, 
and bankers who were holding bonds guar- 
anteed by gold were increas- 
ingly nervous about hav- 
ing them paid off in paper 
backed by silver which, at 
the time, was worth about 
half the value of the gold 
behind each dollar. The situ- 
ation wasn’t helped any by 
the passage of the McKinley 
Tariff Act of 1890, which 
raised tariffs by nearly 50 
percent, forcing the prices 
of basic materials imported 
from abroad to rise substan- 
tially, putting further pres- 
sure on farmers and cotton 
growers. 

When Cleveland moved 
into the White House in 
the spring of 1893, he did 
what he could to stem the 
rising financial debacle. 
He successfully persuaded 
Congress to repeal the 
Sherman Silver Purchase 
Act and then cut tariffs, 
but it was simply too late. 
Banks began to fail as rail- 
roads (the Northern Pacific 
Railroad, the Union Pacific 
Railroad, and the Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe Rail- 
road, among others) de- 
faulted on their bonds. Over 
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the next three years, 500 banks failed, tak- 
ing with them more than 15,000 business- 
es, many of them in the West. The stock 
market crashed, unemployment spiked to 
nearly one out of every five workers, and 
homeowners defaulted on their mortgages 
in huge numbers. 

A single incident will serve to show just 
how the Panic of 1893 and the resultant re- 
cession caused the ship of state to become 
untethered from its constitutional bonds. 
Engaging in fractional reserve banking, the 
U.S. Treasury had issued far more paper 
receipts for gold than it had gold to back 


300 bills, but he signed into law the first agency to regulate private American 
industry. He also was forced to accept J.P. Morgan’s help in keeping the U.S. 
Treasury from defaulting on its promise to redeem dollars for gold. 


them up. President Cleveland was commit- 
ted to keeping those gold reserves at no less 
than $100 million. But during 1894, thanks 
to the demands of City of London bankers 
and the operation of Gresham’s Law, those 
reserves had dropped to less than $80 mil- 
lion. By January 1895, gold was leaving the 
country at such a rate that gamblers watch- 
ing the gold-laden ships heading for foreign 
shores were betting on the exact date the 
Treasury would run out of gold altogether. 
Cleveland, although a friend of J. Pierpont 
Morgan, was reluctant to ask Morgan for 
help and instead asked Congress to issue 
bonds to replenish the gold supply. Con- 
gress was no longer in friendly hands, and 
turned him down. 

So Cleveland went to the Rothschilds 
and asked them for help. They offered 
help, but only if Morgan would repre- 
sent them on the American side of the 
deal. This would further cement into the 
Populist mind just how close the banks 
and the bankers were to the 
president, and so Cleveland 
begged off. 

Still the run on the Trea- 
sury continued. 

Morgan decided that it 
was time for Cleveland to 
face the music: Deal with 
him or watch the country 
descend into bankruptcy. 
Imperiously, Morgan and 
his attorney took a private 
train down to Washington 
to call on the president. 
Cleveland refused to see 
them. Morgan declared: “TI 
have come down to see the 
president and I am going to 
stay until I see him.” 

Morgan rented a hotel 
room nearby and spent the 
night readying himself for 
the inevitable meeting by 
playing solitaire. Cleveland 
finally allowed Morgan in. 
Morgan remained quiet 
while the president, his at- 
torney general, and his trea- 
sury secretary debated what 
to do. A clerk entered the 
meeting and told them that 
the Treasury now had less 
than $9 million in gold left 
in its vaults. 
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At this moment Morgan piped up, say- 
ing that he knew about a $10 million draft 
that was about to be presented for pay- 
ment. Said Morgan: “If that $10 million 
draft is presented, you can’t meet it. It will 
all be over before 3 o’clock.” Asked the 
president: “What suggestions have you to 
make, Mr. Morgan?” 

Morgan’s suggestion involved gath- 
ering some 3.5 million ounces of gold 
from bankers in the City of London and 
elsewhere in exchange for $65 million in 
30-year U.S. government bonds backed 
by gold and not callable for 30 years. 
When the bonds were issued, the gold 
was transferred to the Treasury, and Mor- 
gan and his bankers sold the bonds in the 
open market the next day. For their suc- 
cessful rescue efforts, the bankers were 
rewarded handsomely. According to Ron 
Chernow, author of The House of Morgan, 
“In just twenty-two minutes, the bankers 
had booked a $6 or $7 million in profits.” 

The economic implosion of the Panic 
of 1893 set the stage for the growth of the 
Populist movement (later to morph into 
the Progressive movement), with all man- 
ner of suggested remedies, not only to re- 
store the country’s economic health but to 
punish the bankers who were blamed for 
the panic and the following recession. 

In addition to pressuring Congress to 
pass the Sherman Silver Purchase Act, 
Populists wanted more democracy in the 
form of the direct election of U.S. sena- 
tors (at the time senators were elected by 
state legislatures), an eight-hour workday, 
a federal agency to oversee and settle labor 
disputes in favor of the workers, women’s 
suffrage, prohibition, and a federal income 
tax. Some of the more radical proposals 
included government ownership of pri- 
mary industries. 

The Populist movement reflected a fun- 
damental shift away from the philosophy 
and ideas that informed the Founding Fa- 
thers, as explained by Charles Merriam, a 
prominent Progressive intellectual of the 
time. In his A History of American Politi- 
cal Theories, first published in 1903, he 
wrote of that widening gulf: 


The individualistic ideas of the natu- 
ral right school of political theory, 
endorsed in the [American] Revolu- 


For one brief moment J.P. 
Morgan held the destiny 

of the U.S. Treasury in 

his hands. By providing 
desperately needed gold 

to Cleveland’s Treasury 
Department in exchange for 
30-year gold bonds, he and 
bankers in the City of London 


turned a tidy profit for their 
efforts. 


government are based upon a contract 
between independent individuals and 
that such a contract is the sole source 
of political obligation, is regarded [by 
Progressives] as no longer tenable... 
It is of vital importance to notice 
that liberty is not a natural right 
which belongs to every human being 
without regard to the state or society 
under which he lives. On the con- 
trary, it is logically true and may be 
historically demonstrated that the 
state is the source of individual lib- 
erty. It is the state that makes liberty 


dered, seeking someone who could take the 
fight to the big-business party that was per- 
ceived to have sunk the country into the re- 
cession by its inflexible stance on gold. The 
Republican Party platform was straightfor- 
ward: the gold standard, high tariffs to pro- 
tect American industry and its workers, and 
no imperialist adventures abroad. From the 
front porch of his home in Canton, Ohio, 
McKinley reiterated the risks of imple- 
mentation of the Populist movement while 
promoting his party’s platform that hewed 
more closely to the principles of the Con- 
stitution: 


tion, are discredited and repudiated. 
The notion that political society and 
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possible, determines what its limits 
shall be, guarantees and protects it.... 

It is denied that any limit can be 
set to governmental activity [because 
the natural rights theory of the U.S. 
Constitution] no longer seem[s] suf- 
ficient. 


Once that intellectual bridge was crossed 
by enough voters, the slipping of the con- 
stitutional hawsers holding the Republic in 
place became inevitable. Although Cleve- 
land, the Bourbon Democrat who opposed 
high tariffs, free (or cheap) silver and its 
resultant inflation, empire building, and 
subsidies to businesses or farmers, won 
reelection handily in 1892, his party suf- 
fered one of the worst defeats in history 
in the mid-term elections in 1894, and set 
the stage for the battle royal between the 
two philosophies expounded by Merriam. 

In 1896, the Republicans nominated pro- 
high-tariff congressman William McKinley 
for president, while the Democrats foun- 


My fellow citizens, recent events 
have imposed upon the patriotic 
people of this country a responsi- 
bility and a duty greater than that 
of any since the Civil War. Then it 
was a struggle to preserve the gov- 
ernment of the United States. Now it 
is a struggle to preserve the financial 
honor of that government. 

Our creed embraces an honest dol- 
lar, an untarnished national credit, 
adequate revenues for the uses of the 
government, protection to labor and 
industry, preservation of the home 
market, and reciprocity which will 
extend our foreign markets. 

Upon this platform we stand, and 
submit its declaration to the sober 
and considerate judgment of the 
American people. 


That “sober and considerate judgment,” 
however, had shifted considerably to the 
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HISTORY. 


The Populists disappeared into both political parties, setting the 


stage for events and decisions that are being felt even today. 


left, and McKinley soon recognized the 
battle royal shaping up. So did McKin- 
ley’s campaign manager, Mark Hanna, a 
wealthy businessman who saw the threat 
as clearly as did McKinley. In 1895, Hanna 
left his business and became McKinley’s 
full-time manager and financier. Hanna 
changed American politics forever with 
his successful efforts to threaten business- 
men with extinction by the Democrats and 
then encourage them by offering them a 
way to salvation through contributions to 
the Republican Party. He explained that 
the Democrat Party would win the elec- 
tion and then asked just how much it was 
worth to business owners not to have a 
Democrat in the White House. Then he 
suggested an amount appropriate to the 
size of the business and said he would be 
glad to take a check. 

Hanna raised $3.5 mil- 
lion, an astonishing amount 
for the day. He spent the 
money on bringing crowds 
to McKinley’s front door. 
He ordered millions of pam- 
phlets printed and distribut- 
ed. He outspent the Demo- 
crats nearly seven to one. 

It wasn’t until the fifth 
ballot at its presidential 
nominating convention 
that the Democrat Party fi- 
nally found its savior: the 
golden-throated orator from 
Nebraska, William Jen- 
nings Bryan. By happen- 
stance, Bryan was the final 
speaker for the day, and the 
audience had been bored to 
tears by the previous speak- 
ers. Bryan saw his opportu- 
nity, and he took it. He had 
been working on his speech 
for days before the conven- 
tion, and when he was asked 
by a reporter just before his 
speech if it was going to 
be memorable, Bryan just 
smiled and said, “You will 
not be disappointed.” 

When he stood to speak, 
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he made clear that the old ways were gone, 
that the new ways were open: 


The income tax is a just law. It sim- 
ply intends to put the burdens of gov- 
ernment justly upon the backs of the 
people. I am in favor of an income tax. 
When I find a man who is not will- 
ing to pay his share of the burden of 
government which protects him, I find 
a man who is unworthy to enjoy the 
blessings of a government like ours. 


He expounded on his view of government: 


There are two ideas of government. 
There are those who believe that if 
you just legislate to make the well-to- 
do prosperous, that their prosperity 


Quid pro quo: Enormous sums raised from businesses allowed Republican 
candidate McKinley to address thousands of voters from his front porch, 
while Democrat William Jennings Bryan was forced to seek them out during a 
whirlwind whistle-stop campaign that covered 18,000 miles in three months. 
Lessons learned in the 1896 election are being applied today. 


will leak through to those below. The 
Democratic idea has been that if you 
legislate to make the masses more 
prosperous, their prosperity will find 
its way up and through every class 
that rests upon it. 


He attacked those supporting the gold 
standard: 


You come to us and tell us that the 
great cities are in favor of the gold 
standard. I tell you that the great cit- 
ies rest upon these broad and fertile 
prairies. Burn down your cities and 
leave our farms, and your cities will 
spring up again as if by magic. But 
destroy our farms and the grass will 
grow in the streets of every city in 
the Union. 


Bryan by now was in full throat, leaving 
no room for argument or debate about 
the matter: 


If they [supporters of 
the gold standard] care 
to come out in the open 
field and defend the gold 
standard as a good thing, 
we shall fight them to the 
uttermost, having behind 
us the producing masses 
of the nation and the 
world. Having behind us 
the commercial interests 
and the laboring interests 
and all the toiling mass- 
es, we shall answer their 
demands for a gold stan- 
dard by saying to them: 
you shall not press down 
upon the brow of labor 
this crown of thorns. You 
shall not crucify mankind 
upon a cross of gold! 


An observer noted that 
Bryan then stretched his 
arms out in the form of 
Christ’s cross, lowered his 
head, and waited. 

He didn’t have to wait for 
long. Within a few seconds 
the convention hall erupted 
with a sound that, wrote 
one reporter, “came like one 
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Populism’s poster boy: Within seconds of William Jennings Bryan declaring that the McKinley 
Republicans “shall not crucify mankind upon a cross of gold!” some delegates at the Democrat 
convention, “like demented things, divested themselves of their coats and flung them high in the 
air,” while others carried Bryan around the hall on their shoulders for 25 minutes. 


great burst of artillery.” Those attending, 
wrote another, “like demented things, di- 
vested themselves of their coats and flung 
them high in the air.” The crowd broke 
through the cordon of police surrounding 
Bryan and lifted him on their shoulders and 
carried him around the hall, disrupting pro- 
ceedings for 25 minutes. In that moment, 
wrote Richard Bensel in his Passion and 
Preferences: William Jennings Bryan and 
the 1896 Democratic National Convention, 
“The transfer of sentiment from silver as a 
policy to Bryan as a presidential candidate 
took place.” 

After being nominated, Bryan’s work 
began in earnest. Being outspent by the 
McKinley campaign many times over, 
Bryan launched a personal nationwide 
speaking campaign that beggars descrip- 
tion. Before the invention of the airplane, 
Bryan traveled 18,000 miles in three 
months during his campaign, spoke as 
often as 10 times a day, and reached an 
estimated five million voters. 
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In the end, it wasn’t enough. McKinley 
won the eastern cities, beating Bryan 51 
percent to 47 percent, and in the electoral 
college by 271 to 176. 

But the shift of the ship of state to port 
continued. The Populists disappeared into 
both political parties, setting the stage for 
events and decisions that are being felt 
even today. McKinley worked to pass 
the Gold Standard Act of 1900, which, 
according to historians of the time, ap- 
peared to settle the issue: that gold would 
be the exclusive backing for the dollar. But 
a close reading of the act reveals that its 
language not only provided that the dol- 
lar be redeemable exclusively in gold but 
also for “other purposes.” Those other pur- 
poses were exposed by Professor Murray 
Rothbard in his monumental 4 History of 
Money and Banking in the United States, 
where he noted that while “the reform- 
ers exulted over the passage of the Gold 
Standard Act, [they] took the line that this 
was only the first step on the much-need- 


ed path to fundamental banking reform.” 
Harvard professor Frank Taussig declared 
that, for all the fanfare surrounding the 
passage of the bill into law, “the changes 
... are not such as to make possible any 
considerable expansion ... or to render the 
community the full service of which it is 
capable” and, as a result, “It is well-nigh 
certain that eventually Congress will have 
to consider once more the further remod- 
eling of the national bank system.” 

In his review of the election of 1896, 
liberal professor Charles A. Beard, in his 
Basic History of the United States, saw 
what had happened: “Judged by such per- 
formances, the two major parties were be- 
coming as much alike in their interests and 
sentiments as two bottles of the same size 
and shape, differing only in their labels.” 

Reveling in his victory, William 
McKinley enjoyed turning the Republic 
toward empire building. The faux annex- 
ation of Hawaii in 1892, completed and 
formalized in 1898, followed by the sink- 
ing of the battleship Maine in Havana’s 
harbor in 1898 that led to the 10-week 
long Spanish-American war, added sig- 
nificantly to the country’s empire. To the 
territory of Hawaii were added the Philip- 
pines, Guam, and Puerto Rico. 

In retrospect, the listing to port of the 
American ship of state that had gathered 
momentum in the decade of the 1890s re- 
sulted in the passing of the 16th Amend- 
ment (the federal income tax) and the 17th 
Amendment (direct election of senators) 
in 1913, the 18th Amendment (prohibi- 
tion) in 1919, and the 19th Amendment 
(women’s right to vote) in 1920. In ad- 
dition, as predicted by Harvard professor 
Frank Taussig, Congress was manipulated 
into passing the Federal Reserve Act in 
1913, paving the way (and providing the 
financing) for the progressive president 
Woodrow Wilson to enter the “war to 
end all wars.” Additionally, the so-called 
fourth branch of government, the regu- 
latory agencies, beginning with the In- 
terstate Commerce Act of 1887 (the first 
federal law to regulate a private industry, 
the railroads), expanded during the 1890s 
and continues to plague private industry 
to this day. 

The election of 1896 also taught busi- 
nessmen just how much electoral influ- 
ence they could purchase with their dol- 
lars, a lesson they have never forgotten. Hi 


37 


EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Disabled Vet 


Defends Home 


WTOC News reported out of Savannah, 
Georgia, on March 30 that a mobile home 
was invaded by two suspects who ini- 
tially claimed they were police officers. 
The resident, Lam Blake, was awakened 
by the sound of someone breaking in to 
his house. Blake is a handicapped veteran 
who lives alone. He told authorities that he 
has a surveillance camera, which showed 
him the two people as they tried to gain 
entrance to his home. They yelled out that 
they were police officers, but he could see 
from the video that they weren’t. 

Blake also said that he kept two guns by 
his bed. “I immediately grabbed my 9 mil 
Smith and Wesson M&P, loaded it up, and 
waited for them to come all the way in,” 
he told WTOC News. Holding his firearm, 
he was prepared when the armed intruders 
entered his bedroom. “When I saw them 
coming in, like I said, I was waiting for 
them to come, and I had something for 
them.” Both suspects fired at Blake, and 
he returned fire, causing the two assail- 
ants to flee, which Blake described to the 
media as cowardly. 

Blake sang the praises of being armed 
for self-defense and told WTOC that all 
law-abiding citizens should consider car- 
rying a gun. “This gun saved my life. 
Without this gun, I might not be here right 
now,” said Blake. “My gun saved my life, 
yes it did.” 


Son Avoids Father’s Fate 


The ABC affiliate in Chicago reported on 
March 24 about a strange story that in- 
volved a man being victimized in the same 
type of crime that claimed his father’s life 
more than 50 years earlier. The man’s father 
was killed in a home invasion when a bur- 
glar shot the defenseless man and left him 
to die in his own home. The son, Anthony 
Tate, who is now 54 years old, was at his el- 
derly mother’s home when a similar break- 
in occurred. Tate’s mother, Bertha Tate, 88, 
told reporters that she has kept a loaded 
gun accessible for self-defense ever since 
her husband was killed in 1962. Anthony 
was sitting in a chair in the front room of 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
_ Eee ll OEE. 


the apartment when someone began trying 
to break through the front window. Fortu- 
nately, his mother’s loaded .22-caliber re- 
volver was kept under the cushion of the 
chair where Anthony was sitting. As soon 
as Anthony saw the man trying to climb in 
through the window, he fired the revolver 
and struck the suspect. The injured burglar 
fled the scene but was located near the 
apartment building by arriving authorities. 
The burglar was suffering from a gunshot 
wound to his arm and was taken to a medi- 
cal facility for treatment. 

Bertha recounted the harrowing de- 
tails of the crime and shooting to ABC7. 
“T heard the gunshot ... and then my son 
called me, ‘Momma, somebody tried to 
break in the window.’” Bertha explained 
that living in a high-crime neighborhood 
for decades has been tragic for her, as she 
has also lost several of her siblings and 
children to violent crimes. Bertha was 
grateful for the way her son acted. “My 
son said he wasn’t going to let that some- 
body come in that window. He knew those 
boys came in the house and killed his fa- 
ther. He wasn’t going to let somebody 
come in the house and kill me,” Bertha 
told ABC7. Bertha also told ABC7 that the 
intruder is lucky that it wasn’t her doing 
the shooting because she would have shot 
the suspect “through the window and hit 
him in the chest.” 


Seniors Flock 
to the Gun Range 


The Wall Street Journal reported on March 
29 about a sharp increase in senior citi- 
zens seeking firearm training. The story 
featured a senior center in Austintown, 
Ohio, a suburb of Youngstown, that listed 
shooting among the different activities 
available at the site. The center began of- 
fering shooting as an activity on a monthly 
basis after some senior citizens expressed 
interest in it a few months ago. The dozen 
or so participants are mostly in their 60s 
and 70s, and fire at paper targets that are 
hung in a room with cinder-block walls. 
Sixty-three-year-old Phyllis Engler told 
the Wall Street Journal that even though 
she has arthritis in her shoulder, which 


makes holding a pistol difficult, she said 
she thinks she can work around it with a 
little practice. Engler hopes to buy a pistol 
and apply for a concealed-carry permit, 
and warned any would-be criminals that 
“they better not mess with the women of 
Austintown.” Data from the National Rifle 
Association revealed that nearly 23,000 
people over 65 took basic firearm training 
courses from NRA-certified instructors in 
2015, and that is four times the number of 
five years earlier, which makes that age 
category one of the fastest growing. 

The Wall Street Journal also reported on 
a gun store in Bay City, Michigan, owned 
by Glenn Duncan. Duncan agreed that se- 
niors make up a growing segment of his 
customers, now making up nearly one-third 
of his customers, as compared to being 10 
percent five years ago. What is driving this 
changing demographic? Duncan explained, 
“Life has changed. Law enforcement agen- 
cies can’t protect everyone.” 

Many dealers from around the nation 
attribute changing gun-ownership demo- 
graphics to older people who say their 
personal safety is their main concern. Rex 
Gore, owner of Black Wing Shooting Cen- 
ter in Delaware, Ohio, explained that being 
capable with a firearm gives older people 
“a sense of security and safety... It’s a great 
equalizer in this crazy world we live in.” 

The Wall Street Journal further explained 
that demand by seniors is one of the factors 
causing the surge in the U.S. gun business. 
Sales for Smith & Wesson Holding Corpo- 
ration, one of the biggest U.S. gun makers, 
have jumped 62 percent in the quarter that 
ended on January 31, and its stock price has 
more than doubled in the past year. 

Back at the senior center in Austintown, 
69-year-old widow Mary Hanick, who is 
confined to a wheelchair, said she almost 
backed out of participating since she “was 
scared to death.” She did eventually end 
up participating and made four shots 
through the center of a paper target that 
featured the outline of a man. “Once I 
started, I calmed down a bit,” Hanick told 
the Washington Post, adding that she was 
going to take her hole-filled target home 
with her. “Ill probably frame it,” she told 
the newspaper. Hi 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Looking Elsewhere in the 
Face of Insolvency 


Item: The Washington Post began its 
front-page feature story on April 8, 2016, 
as follows: “The contest between Hillary 
Clinton and Bernie Sanders grew increas- 
ingly nasty Thursday with a series of testy 
exchanges that have prompted widespread 
concern among Democrats that their ri- 
valry is doing lasting damage to the party 
and the eventual nominee.” 

ITEM: The New York Times’ /ede on 
page one of its April 8 edition declared: 
“A Democratic primary campaign in 
which both candidates prided themselves 
on civility and debating the issues, rather 
than stooping to personal attacks, took a 
fractious turn on Thursday. After Senator 
Bernie Sanders of Vermont called Hillary 
Clinton unqualified to be president, Dem- 
ocrats faced the prospect of an increas- 
ingly contentious nominating process 
hurting the party 8 ability to unite against 
Republicans in the fall.” 

Item: Democrat presidential candidate 
Bernie Sanders, as noted on his campaign 
website, considers Social Security to be 
“the most successful government program 
in our nation’s history.”’ He denies that it is 
in crisis or going broke, and insists that it 
should be “strengthened” and “expanded.” 

Item: Leading Democrat candidate 
Hillary Clinton on her campaign site vows 
to “fight any effort to privatize or weaken 
Medicare and Social Security” and prom- 
ises to “expand Social Security.” 
CORRECTION: Blessed are the children in 
this country. Because of the shortsighted- 
ness and political cravings of their nation- 
al leaders, they will inherit a massive debt. 

Moreover, because of the sly sales 
pitches and misdirection of the mass 
media, invariably concentrating on trivial 
spats rather than issues of substance, we 
are being talked deeper into that debt. 

Wouldn’t it be refreshing to see the 
candidates put on the spot on what 
should be done about a national debt of 
more than $19 trillion? Or how about the 
approximately $90 trillion of unfunded 
liabilities of government programs such 
as Social Security and Medicare? 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


Empty hands: Both Democratic presidential candidates are basing their campaigns on what 
they are going to “give” voters. Since neither one has any type of realistic plan to pay for their 
promised gifts, they would be endowing voters with more debt and higher inflation. 


That bill, after all, is coming due. By 
2026, as even the government’s experts 
acknowledge, the official national debt is 
expected to be $29.6 trillion. The federal 
government’s largest single program is 
Social Security; it faces insolvency, with 
the trust funds (which have long consisted 
of government IOUs so that the money 
could be diverted to other programs) 
being drained since the program is now 
paying out tens of billions of dollars each 
year more than it is taking in. This is not 
an unsubstantiated political claim, but 
the clear admission of the program itself. 
The trustees of Social Security, to include 
Obama administration officials, have ac- 
knowledged that there is no end in sight 
in the shortfalls of cash flow. Indeed, the 
situation gets worse after 2018, as even 
more Baby Boomers retire. 

A recent analysis by the nonpartisan 
Congressional Budget Office paints an 
even darker picture. The CBO noted in 
December 2015 that, under current law, 
the so-called assets in the Social Security 
trust funds (again, the funds are com- 
prised of IOUs), considered together, will 
be exhausted in 2029. In that case, ben- 
efits in 2030 would need to be reduced by 
29 percent from the scheduled amount. 
The situation is more urgent with the 
specific disability insurance trust fund 


portion of Social Security, which faces 
insolvency much sooner. 

The Congress came up with a “solu- 
tion” several months ago in the midst of 
the budget deal by “reallocating” funding, 
i.e., borrowing assets from one troubled 
entitlement program to keep another sink- 
ing one temporarily afloat. Here is, among 
a few other minor moves, what our elected 
representatives decided to do, as summa- 
rized by the Committee for a Responsible 
Federal Budget, because of the coming ex- 
haustion of the Social Security Disability 
Insurance (SSDI) trust fund: 


Because the Social Security Trustees 
and the Congressional Budget Office 
(CBO) had estimated that the [SSDI] 
trust fund would run out of reserves by 
the end of 2016 and in the beginning 
of Fiscal Year (FY) 2017, respectively, 
leaders included a payroll tax reallo- 
cation to shore up the trust fund.... 
According to estimates from So- 
cial Security’s Chief Actuary, the 
changes would improve long-term 
solvency of the ... trust fund by 0.04 
percent of payroll over 75 years. 
Over the next 10 years, the Chief 
Actuary estimates these changes will 
save the trust funds between $5 bil- 
lion and $9 billion, and CBO esti- 
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mates these changes will save about 
$3 billion. This bill would close 1.5 
percent of the 75-year shortfall and 
reduce total Social Security costs by 


summarized some of this new spending 
several months ago for National Review 
Online. At that point, Clinton had just un- 
veiled, as he wrote, 


Clinton has already called for 
more than $1.1 trillion in new spend- 
ing over the next ten years. Finally, 
she also wants to spend more on 


about 0.1 percent. 


Put simply, this legislation is projected to 
“solve” all but 98.5 percent of the short- 
fall problem. And you skeptics thought 
that our elected solons cannot fix national 
problems?! 

At the same time, the annual federal 
budget deficit has gone beyond a trillion 
dollars. Yet candidates Clinton and San- 
ders, as well as their GOP counterparts, 
are pushing for horrendously more expen- 
sive programs that will put us deeper in 
the hole. Meanwhile, more than half of all 
federal spending is consumed by just three 
“entitlement” programs: Social Security, 
Medicare, and Medicaid. 

Our generous leaders want to give us 
so much. But the government that “gives” 
so much has to get the money from some- 
where. That costs a lot. Hillary Clinton is 
that type of a generous soul — because 
that is how you buy patronage. And by 
several measures, she has already during 
this electoral campaign called for more 
than $1.1 trillion in new spending (over 
the next decade). Michael Tanner aptly 
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a “jobs” plan that includes the usual 
motley collection of infrastructure 
projects, “green energy,” subsidies, 
manufacturing incentives, government 
research and development, and so on. 
In total these proposals would cost at 
least $350 billion over a decade. 

Clinton’s jobs program comes 
on top of a $75 billion proposal for 
increased spending on clean energy 
that she announced earlier. She also 
wants more government support for 
child care, a proposal that some esti- 
mate could cost $200 billion or more 
over ten years. That would be on top 
of her proposal to give states grants 
to encourage them to implement paid 
family leave, which would cost at 
least $10 billion, and her $10 billion 
proposal for subsidizing home care 
for the elderly. 

Then there is Clinton’s plan for 
reduced college tuition. While not as 
grandiose as Sanders’s “free tuition 
for everyone,” Clinton’s proposal 
would still cost at least $350 billion. 


drug treatment ($10 billion), incen- 
tives to encourage profit sharing with 
employees ($10 billion), and other 
corporate welfare such as “new mar- 
ket” incentives (another $10 billion). 
To update [former Senate Minority 
Leader] Everett Dirksen, 10 billion 
here, 10 billion there, and pretty soon 
you’re talking real money. 


The way she suggested to fund such give- 
aways is time-tested: Find the rich guy 
behind the tree and tax him. However, to 
believe you can do that without hitting 
large numbers of the middle class requires 
a suspension of reason. There just are not 
enough rich guys to squeeze. And the top 
two percent of earners are already being 
held up for about half of the income tax 
collected in the country. 

As spendthrift as she is, Clinton is a 
piker when compared to “democratic 
socialist” Sanders. An analysis of the 
Vermont senator’s proposals (by the Tax 
Policy Center of the Urban Institute and 
Brookings Institution) has concluded that 
his extravagances (with our money) would 
require a $15.3 trillion tax increase over 
10 years. 

Writing in the Fiscal Times, Eric Pianin 
condenses some of the various Sanders 
schemes: 


If Sanders had his way, the govern- 
ment would provide free college tu- 
ition to all students at state-run col- 
leges and universities. Americans 
would be entitled to medical and 
family leave from work, courtesy 
of the federal government. Rather 
than trimming benefits of the Social 
Security system, as fiscal conserva- 
tives say would sustain the retirement 
program, Sanders would engineer an 
historic expansion of the program for 
retirees and the disabled. 

That’s just for starters. Sanders’ 
most ambitious and costly proposal 
would enact a European-style sin- 
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Pay now, or pay later: Several analyses of Medicare have found that it did not lower elderly 
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mortality. Its sole meaningful justification is that it lowered out-of pocket healthcare spending for 
seniors. Since government is a main cause of increased healthcare costs, how meaningful is it? 


gle-payer national health insurance 
program to guarantee every Ameri- 
can health care coverage. He would 
launch a major new infrastructure 
program to repair and replace the 
nation’s aging highways, bridges, 
airports and water projects. And he 
would provide universal childcare 
and pre-school programs. 


Andrew Biggs, a former principal deputy 
commissioner of the Social Security Ad- 
ministration who is now a resident scholar 
at the American Enterprise Institute, com- 
pared the “pie-in-the-sky” proposals of the 
rivals in the Wall Street Journal in March. 
Both proposals require, as he noted, huge 
tax increases. However, neither advocates 
bumping up the payroll tax rate, “the tradi- 
tional means for buttressing Social Security 
finances. Instead, they would put all the fi- 
nancial burden on high-income earners. Mr. 
Sanders would eliminate, over 17 years, the 
$118,500 ceiling on which payroll taxes are 
levied. He also would immediately apply a 
6.2% tax on investment income to house- 
holds with incomes above $250,000. Mrs. 
Clinton is more circumspect but has re- 
cently spoken in favor of both approaches.” 

Significantly, payroll taxes would be 
raised without increasing the benefits of 
those who are paying in. And “for the 
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first time, non-wage income [such as in- 
vestment income] would be taxed.” The 
Democrat candidates do differ in how they 
would increase benefits. Writes Biggs: 


Mrs. Clinton would raise retire- 
ment payments for widows as well 
as provide Social Security credits 
for individuals who take time out of 
the workforce to care for a child or 
an infirm adult. Mr. Sanders would 
increase the basic benefit for most 
retirees, raise cost-of-living adjust- 
ments, and institute a new minimum 
benefit for long-career low earners. 
Overall, Mr. Sanders’s proposed ben- 
efit increases are nearly three times 
as large as Mrs. Clinton’s. 


Worse, many government programs are 
wasteful and do not accomplish what they 
are supposed to do, at least as originally 
promised by their proponents. Programs 
invariably grow and become more expen- 
sive when run by huge bureaucracies at the 
federal level. 

Consider how much time it takes to 
make, let alone accrue, a million dollars. 
Now take that million dollars and multi- 
ply it by a million times. Yes, that huge 
amount is the annual outlay of a single 
federal bureaucracy: The Department of 


Health and Human Services has just be- 
come the government’s first trillion-dollar 
bureaucracy. And HHS bureaucrats, who 
run literally hundreds of subsidy pro- 
grams, need not be effective to get hefty 
raises. Take the results of the long-stand- 
ing “war on poverty.” It was in 1964 that 
President Lyndon Johnson declared what 
he called an “unconditional war on pov- 
erty in America.” This new federal effort 
was launched at a time when official pov- 
erty was already falling dramatically. (The 
poverty rate was 32.2 percent in 1950. In 
1965, when the supposed war was just be- 
ginning, that official rate was about half of 
that, at 17.3 percent.) 

Three years after this “war” was initi- 
ated, as has been pointed out by an analyst 
for Citizens Against Government Waste, 
the poverty rate was said to be 14 percent. 
“Since 1965, the U.S. has spent over $22 
trillion fighting the war on poverty (not 
counting Medicare and Social Security) 
in the form of government programs and 
expanded federal power. A half-century 
later, according to the latest statistics from 
the Census Bureau, the poverty rate in the 
United States stands at 14.8 percent, or 
46.7 million people.” 

Indeed, as has been noted by Robert 
Rector and Rachel Sheffield of the Heri- 
tage Foundation, the government now 
“spends 16 times more, adjusting for infla- 
tion, on means-tested welfare or anti-pov- 
erty programs than it did when the war on 
poverty started.” Even as the number and 
extent of such programs grew, the poverty 
rate remained essentially unchanged. 

So what should we expect if the federal 
bureaucracy were to get the trillions of ad- 
ditional dollars sought by Clinton, Sanders, 
et al.? The pattern is set. Thomas Donlan, 
the editorial page editor for Barron 8, rightly 
has observed, “when the U.S. government 
gets more tax revenues, it spends like a col- 
lege freshman with a new credit card. Dem- 
ocrats and Republicans are the two wings of 
the Something-for-Nothing Party.” 

Sadly, some things seem never to 
change: If Washington is the seat of the 
government, the taxpayer is the pants 
pocket. 

— WILLIAM P. HoAR 
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BY GARY BENOIT 


Building Understanding About the TPP 


ong before many 
Americans were aware 
of the Obama admin- 


istration-negotiated Trans- 
Pacific Partnership, much 
less concerned about it, THE 
NEW AMERICAN devoted an 
entire issue of the magazine 
(our September 2, 2013 issue) 
to sounding the alarm about 
the TPP and other mega trade 
deals. Such deals are often 
referred to, approvingly, as 
“free trade.” Yet, as we wrote 
in 2013, “the free trade agen- 
da is not about creating genu- 
ine free trade (which would 
mean almost no government 
involvement), and it is not 
confined to the issue of trade; it is instead about transferring 
political and economic power to regional arrangements as step- 
pingstones to global governance under the guise of free trade.” 

When we offered that assessment, the full text of the TPP 
agreement, which was still being negotiated, had not yet been 
released. Its release last November, together with other recent 
evidence, has strengthened our case against the TPP and other 
elements of what has become known as ObamaTrade. But ev- 
idence does not change minds unless it is presented, and the 
ongoing publication efforts of this magazine, together with the 
grassroots efforts of this magazine’s parent organization, The 
John Birch Society, have had much to do with creating aware- 
ness of, and building resistance to, the TPP in particular and 
ObamatTrade in general. 

Another important development contributing to public aware- 
ness of the TPP has been the emergence of the TPP as a major 
issue in the presidential race, where the leading Democrat 
contenders (Hillary Clinton and Bernie Sanders) and the two 
leading GOP contenders (Donald Trump and Ted Cruz) have 
all criticized the TPP. That criticism, of course, is contributing 
to the fight against ObamaTrade. But let’s not overlook the fact 
that the fight against ObamaTrade may also be contributing to 
the positions taken by the presidential aspirants. 

Clinton supported the TPP as secretary of state. Could the 
growing public opposition to the trade pact have something to 
do with her change of heart? 

Senator Cruz stated unequivocally in the March 15 Republi- 
can debate in Miami, “I opposed TPP and have always opposed 
TPP.” Well, not quite. In a letter sent to a constituent soon after 
becoming senator, Cruz wrote: “I hope the Trans-Pacific Partner- 
ship (TPP) and the Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partner- 
ship (TTIP) produce agreements that reduce government-created 
barriers to trade, enabling increased prosperity for all involved.” 
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Moreover, Cruz joined 
with Representative Paul 
Ryan to co-author an April 
21, 2015 opinion piece in the 
Wall Street Journal that stated 
in reference to the TPP and 
TTIP: “The United States is 
making headway on two his- 
toric trade agreements, one 
with 11 countries on the Pa- 
cific Rim and another with 
America’s friends in Europe. 
These two agreements alone 
would mean greater access to 
a billion customers for Amer- 
ican manufacturers, farmers 
and ranchers.” 

Although the Senate has not 
voted on the TPP yet, the Sen- 
ate has voted on Trade Promotion Authority (TPA), also known 
as “fast track.” On May 22, 2015, Cruz voted for the TPA, and a 
statement that (as of this writing) still appears on his tedcruz.org 
campaign website explains that he did so because the TPA “breaks 
the logjam that is preventing the U.S. from entering into trade 
deals.” However, when the TPA was voted on once again by the 
Senate on June 24, 2015, Cruz voted against it. 

In light of Cruz’s record on the TPP, it is reasonable to consider 
how committed his current opposition may be. Put simply, might 
he shift his position once again should he become president? 

How about Donald Trump? He has repeatedly called the TPP a 
“horrible deal,” a “bad deal,” etc. But would the author of The Art 
of the Deal be willing to renegotiate the TPP to get a “good deal”? 
He has said he’d rather make deals with individual countries than 
multinational deals, but does that necessarily rule out the latter? 

We have no crystal ball to divine the answers to such questions. 
We do know that Thomas Jefferson offered sage advice not only 
for his own time but for all time when he warmed: “In questions 
of power ... let no more be heard of confidence in man, but bind 
him down from mischief by the chains of the Constitution.” 

That “binding” process includes creating sufficient under- 
standing to cause politicians who want to win elections and stay 
in office to take constitutionally sound positions. It is encour- 
aging that the growing opposition to TPP has reached a point 
where it has become a presidential campaign issue and leading 
candidates are criticizing it. It is also encouraging that it now 
appears that the congressional leadership that supports TPP will 
not bring it up for a vote any time soon. 

This magazine’s reader-activists can take a well-deserved 
bow for helping to create this understanding. But more work is 
needed to kill the TPP, which is why our cover story in this issue 
is on this subject and why we encourage you to read it and bring 
it to the attention of others. Hi 
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U.N. Me 


In a film that exposes the incompetence and corruption at the heart of the United Nations, film- 
maker Ami Horowitz takes us on a harrowing, yet often hilarious, trip through the farcical world 
of the United Nations. (2012, 33min, cased DVD, 1/$14.95; 5-9/$12.95ea; 10+/$11.95ea) DVDUNM 


World Federalism 101 

World Federalism 101, by Rick Biondi and Alex Newman, explores the history of the World 
Federalist and Atlantic Union movements in the U.S. Congress and beyond, as well as exposing 
proponents of world government using their own words and deeds. (2014, pb, 212pp, $16.95; 
5-9/$14.95ea; 10+/$13.95ea) BKWF181 


America and the United Nations 

This analysis of the United Nations traces its history from its forerunner, the League of Nations, 
up to the present, and compares the basic foundational documents of the UN with those of 

the United States with regard to the protection of human rights. (2013, 45pp, pb, 1/$2.95ea; 
10-24/$2.00ea; 25-49/$1.50ea; 50-99/$1.00ea; 100+/$.95ea) BKLTAAUN 


United Nations: On the Brink of Becoming a World Government 

The United Nations has entities claiming jurisdiction over the world’s food, including agri- 
culture and vitamins, as well as over global health, water, international law, trade, firearms, 
and the environment. Only two things stop it from becoming a world government: insufficient 
funding and sovereignty-protecting politicians. Those two things are being dealt with. (2012, 
12pp, $.02ea) RPUNBWG 
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Inside the United Nations 

The United Nations has been in existence for 

70 years, but its origins and objectives remain 
misunderstood by many Americans. This 

book is a brief, readable introduction to the 
United Nations and to the people who created 
it and support it. (2013ed, 135pp, pb, 1/$9.95ea; 
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